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CURRENT TOPICS. 











THERE 18 No FrouNDATION for the doubt which has beon 
‘recently publicly expressed 4s to whether the report of the 
Procedure Committee will be pablishead. Both the Lord 
Chancellor in the one House, and the Attorney-General 
in the other, have promised to lay the report on the 
table. With regard to the suggestion that the judges 
will make rules based on the report before the latter is 
published, we may point out that as all the members of 
the Rule Committee of Judges (with one exception) are 
away on circuit, and the Long Vacation will commence 
before their return, there is no prospect of any meeting 
of the committee being held to consider any proposals 
which may be made. 





Tur cnrer cierxs at present attached to the Master 
of the Rolle will remove in the course of the Long 
Vacation to the Royal Courts of Justice. 





THe cHamBER vacation business in the Chancery 
Division will be transacted, it is understood, by the 
chief clerks at present attached to the Master of the 
Rolls. 





Arter THE passine of the Judicature Act Amendment 
Bill, it is anticipated that an order will be made trans- 
ferring the chief clerks now attached to the Master of 
the Rolls to Mr. Justice Kay. 





Tue ist of chancery causes in which there are dor- 
mant funds was posted up at the Royal Courts of Justice 
on Saturday last, and will be found in the corridor out- 
side the Chancery Pay Office. 





Tue peatH of Lord Harueruey leaves Lord Carens 
the only ex-Lord Chancellor in receipt of a pension, a 
state of things which is almost unprecedented in recent 
times, and which presents a remarkable contrast to the 
condition of the House of Lords in the year 1873, when 
no fewer than five such pensions were payable. 





Ir is satisractory to find from the Judicature Act 
Ameudment Bill, which we print elsewhere, that a judge 
of first instance in the Chancery Division is to be ap- 
pointed in place of the Master of the Rolls; and it is 
also matter of congratulation that he is to be appointed 
‘immediately after the passing” of the Act; for the 
result, it may be presumed, will be that both of the 
vacation judges this year will be familiar with the 
matters with which they have to deal in court, 





PROFESSIONAL OPINION, which, happily, has a powerfal 
representative in the House of Lords in Lord Carens, 
has proved fatal to the proposal to constitute journey- 
men judges of the Court of Appeal. ‘t is to be 
withdrawn, and we hope will never be heard of 
again. Its origin was revealed by the Lord Chancellor 
when he said that “from the communications which 
he had had with the judges, he was led to believe 
that, especially in the Queen’s Bench Division, the 
opinion prevailed that such an arrangement would con- 
duce to greater harmony.” If by ‘‘ greater harmony’”’ 
the Lord Chancellor’s informants meant greater tender- 
ness in dealing with the decisions of judges of first 
instance, this is not a quality which the profession 
desires in a court of appeal. The real objection to the 
proposal is that which Lord Carrs had the courage 
to avow— “that it assumed that all the primary 
judges were fit to sit in the Court of Appeal. The 
best men were required for that court. The proper 
way of getting the best men was to choose from 
time to time the most @istinguished primary: judges and 
promote them to the Court of Appeal. But if all the 
frimary judges were to be treated as eligible for the Court 
of Appeal the popular respect for that court would be 
lowered.” 





So many supors of real eminence and worth have 
aye within a comparatively short space of time, — 

of whom has, with the most perfect propriety, been 
spoken of in terms of praise and respeot, that there is a 
fear lest, among some persons at any rate, it may seem 
almost. a matter of course that lawyers should 
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pronounce a somewhat exaggerated eulogy over the grave 
of every judge. But it issafe to say that no words of 
highest commendation that we can use when speaking 
of the late Lord Haruertry will give rise to any such 
notion in the mind of any member of our profession who 
is old enough to remember him as Chancellor, Lord 
Justice or Vice-Chancellor. Readiness of apprehen- 
sion, unflagging industry, -jealous husbanding of the 
public time, patience, courtesy, and learning—these have 
been, and are, possessed by many past and present 
occupants of the ‘bench. But in the caseof the great 
man whom we have just lost, there seemed to be as it 
were around and above, or, perhaps, it would be better 
to say, at the root and centre, of all these great 
excellencies, a simplicity and pureness, wholly un- 
attended by any weakness, of personal character, 
which is rare among all classes of men, and which 
certainly does not become more common as we pass into 
the class of men who have made good their footing in 
high place and office. It was the great charm of Vice- 
Chancellor Woon’s court that there, at any time, the 
English law might be seen worthily administered by the 
very type and model of an English Christian gentleman. 
Itis not too much to say that, throughout the long period 
during which he had practised at the bar, and sat in 
Parliament and on the bench, he had preserved a sen- 
sitiveness of conscienee which made fraud or unfair 
dealing a positive pain to him. This natural antipathy 
to wrong was shown, not at all in cheap outbursts of 
righteous indignation, but in a certain uneasiness of 
position, and a change of colour and expression, that 
spoke more eloquentiy than words. In some instances, 
no doubt, this characteristic led him to administer rather 
morality than law; but in by far the majority of cases 
any such tendency was counterbalanced by his clear per- 
ception of the lines laid down by his predecessors, and 
his conscientious desire not to overstep the real limits of 
equity jurisprudence. Like every other eminent judge, 
Lord Haruertey’s most abiding monument must be such 
of his judgments and decisions as have taken rank as 
leading cases. But, besides this, there is the less lasting, 
but not less precious, monument of his worth which is 
represented by the memory of those who saw him from 
day to day, and saw nothing in him that was not good 
and noble. 





ir aprrars to be as yet uncertain when and where 
the trial for the Brighton Railway Murder will take place 
in the event of any person being committed to trial for it, 
and suggestions are said to have already been made that it 
might be desirable that the trial should take place at the 
Central Criminal Court under the powers of the “ Palmer 
Act” (19 Vict. .c. 16) by which indictments may be 
removed into that court by certiorari, when it shall 
appear “ expedient to the ends of justice” so to remove 
them. It does not seem necessary, however, to apply 
the powers of this Act for the purpose of obtaining a 
trial at the Central Criminal Court, inasmuch as the case 
is exactly provided for by 7 Geo. 4, c. 64, s, 13, and 
4&5 Will. 4,c. 36,s.2. The first-mentioned section 
enacts that “for the more effectual prosecution of offences 
committed during journeys from place to place, where 
any felony shall be committed on any person in or upon 
any coach, waggon, cart, or other carriage whatever 
employed in any journey, such felony may be dealt with, 
inquired of, tried, determined, and punished in any 
county through any part whereof such coach, wagon, 
cart, or carriage shall have passed in the course of the 
journey during which such felony shall have been 
committed, in the same manner as if it had been actually 
committed in such county.” Under 4’& 5 Will. 4, c. 36, 
8. 2; at least one part of one county through which the 
carriage passed in which the murder is alleged to 
have been committed .is'in the Central Criminal Court 
district. 





> 





THERE iS*LIKELY to be some difficulty with reference 
to the reward offered for the discovery of the perpe- 
trator of the Brighton Railway Murder, as to claims 
made by several persons, and as to the value of several 
kinds of information. We do not know of any authority 
on the title to a reward offered by the police or other 
public bodies, or relating to the discovery of a 
murderer, but the bocks contain four cases at least 
bearing upon rewards offered by private persons for 
the discovery of thieves. In Lancaster v. Walsh (4 
M. & W. 16), the handbill issued stated that who- 
ever would give information whereby lost notes might 
be traced should, on conviction of the guilty parties, 
receive a reward, and it was held that the only person 
entitled to the reward was-he »who first gave such in- 
formation. In Williams v. Carwardine (4 B. & Ad. 
621), it was held that the motive of the party giv- 
ing the information was immuterial. In Smith v. Moore 
(1 C. B. 438), Tinpat, O.J., was of opinion that the 
words of the handbill (which merely followed the com- 
mon form) were large and general enough to compre- 
hend every mode by which information could-be con- 
veyed’ that might have the effect of discovering and 
convicting the guilty person, and this view seems to have 
been confirmed by the Exchequer Chamber, in the most 
recent case of Tarner v. Walker (15 W. R. 407, L. R. 2 
Q. B. 301). It seems from these authorities (1) that the 
whole reward falls to the first informer ; and (2) that it is 
a question for the jury whether the information given 
by the claimant did or did not lead to the apprehension 
of the criminal, so as to entitle him to the reward. 





Tue Brit which it is proposed to style the Statute 
Law Revision and Givil Procedure Act, 1881, which is 
just about to pass, if it has not already passed, the House 
of Lords, is not likely to meet with either opposition or 
criticism in the House of Commons. It may be well, 
however, at once to call attention to its provisions. 
They are in pari materia with those of the Civil Pro- 
cedure Acts Repeal Act, 1879, but travel to an im- 
portant extent beyond the scope of that Act. The Act 
of 1879 expressly repealed, either wholly or in part, one 
hundred and fifteen procedure enactments which had 
been impliedly repealed by subsequent statutes. The 
present Bill expressly repeals, wholly or in part, eighty- 
two similar enactments, but includes in the repeal enact- 
ments which were displaced (we purposely abstain from 
saying impliedly repealed) by rules made by the judges 
subsequently to the Judicature Act, 1875. By neither 
Act nor Bill is there (except in a fow immaterial instances 
occurring in the Act) any repeal of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852, which contains hundreds of pro- 
visions totally inconsistent’ with the Judicature Acts and 
the Rules scheduled to the Act of 1875. The third 
column of the schedule to the Bill (which it is not pro- 
posed to print with the Act) contains very fully and 
neatly the reasons for each separate repeal. It is 
curious to observe that, whereas the sections of Turner’s 
Act (13 & 14 Vict. c. 35), which are displaced by 
ord. 34, r. 7, are repealed as being “ virtually re- 
pealed ” by that rule, there is no repeal of Keating’s Act 
(18 & 19 Vict. c. 55) (the Summary Procedure on Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1855), which is displaced by ord. 2, 
r. 6a. Assuming that the provisions of this rule should re- 
main unaltered, why should Turner’s Act be repealed, 
while Keating’s Act is left standing? If the reason be 
that Turner’s Act applied to a superior court only, 
whereas Keating’s Act may ‘be, and has been, applied 
by Order in Council to inferior courts, we cannot think 
such reason a valid one. Surely there might be a repeal 
with a saving, so as to repeal the Act as to the 
Supreme Court only, as was done with the Statute of 
Gloucester, and many other Acts, by the Uivil Procedure 
Acts Repeal Act, 1879. A similar course might be fol- 
lowed with the: Common Law Procedure Acts, which ma; 
be, and have been, similarly applied to inferior courts. It 
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is a disgrace to the Statute-book that so many dead Pro- 
cedure Acts should continue to cumber it. 


Ture arzE somz rather surprising statements in a 
notice furnished to the Times ofthe dinner given at Maid- 
stone last Tuesday by the members of the South-Eastern 
Circuit to Lord Justice Bramwett, Thus there are men- 
tioned among his “contemporaries and rivals,” ‘‘ when 
Mr. Bramwell joined the circuit in 1838, Hony- 
man (a judge for a year or two), . . Hannen 
(judge of the Divorce Court), Tuxsicer (lately Lord 
Justice), and Mr. J. C. Maruew (lately made a judge).” 
‘We should scarcely have thought that Mr. Bramwewu 
would, in 1838, have had much to fear from the rivalry 
of Sir G. Honyman, who was called to the bar in 1849, 
or of Mr. Hannen, who was called in 1848, or of Mr. 
Maruew, who was not. called till 1854. And Lord Jus- 
tice Tuxs1cEr’s “ rivalry” could hardly be very formid- 
able, for, as it happens, he was born in 1838, the yearin 
which Mr. Bramwetu joined the circuit, 





SoME LITTLE TIME ago we remarked that one of the ques- 
‘tions which must come to the front and press for a solu- 
‘tion is, how far the system of trial by jury is to be re- 
tained for the purpose of civil actions. A correspond- 
ent, by way of pointing this moral, says that in an action 
by a house agent against a vendor, tried before a learned 
judge at Westminster on the 8th inst., the house agent 
sought to prove that the defendant had contracted with 
him to pay commission. The question for the jury was 
whether such a contract could be established. The judge 
summed up strongly in favour of the defendant, and the 
jury returned a verdict for the defendant, it may be as- 
sumed rather to the surprise of the court, as the judge 
addressing the jury said, ‘‘ I thank you, gentlemen, very 
much for your verdict; it is a difficult thing toobtain a 
verdict from a jury against agents of this sort, and these 
commission agents seem to think they can do as they 
like,” 








THE MINOR PROVISIONS OF 
THE JUDICATURE BILL. 


We have already expressed our opihion upon those 
clauses in the Judicature Bill by which it is proposed to 
reinforce the Court of Appeal. We now proceed to say 
afew words concerning the numerous minor provisions 
which the Bill contains. There are twenty-eight clauses 
in all, and the appeal clauses being four only, these 
“minor provisions ” take up twenty-four. 

The 6th and 7th clauses provide for the appointment 
of two judges of the Chancery Division, one to be ap- 
pointed in consequence of the proposed translation of 
‘the Master of the Rolls “immediately after the passing 
-of this Act,” and the other to be appointed from time to 
time under the Judicature Act, 1877, ‘‘so as at all times 
to make due provision for the business of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice: Provided that no 
such appointment shall be made unless or until the num- 
ber of judges attached for the time being to the Chancery 
Division of the High Court, other than the Lord Chan- 
cellor, is by death, resignation, or otherwise, reduced 
below five.” The object of this is to ‘rectify 
tae curious blunder in the Act of 1877, by reason of 
which it was doubful whether or not the powers of that 
Act would ‘be exhausted by one appointment. The clause 
by which the blunder will now be rectified is, we may 
observe, taken from the Bankruptcy Bill, so that that 
measure will have one little limb the less to drag along. 

Clause 8 gives the Lord Chancellor power to direct that 
the Rolls Court and Chambers may be used “by such judge 
of the Chancery Division as shall be by order in that 
‘behalf named,” and clause 9 in effect provides that future 





presidents of the Probate, &c., Division shall be ‘styled 
justices of the High Court. This is perhaps a step 
towards the abolition of that division, which might well 
be consolidated with the Chancery Division by an Order 
in Council under section 32 of the Act of 1873. 

Clause 10 at last abolishes that fictitious “Full Court 
of Divorce,” which was shown to have a sufficient legal 
existence in Westhead v. Westhead (L. R. 2 P. D. 1) and 
other cases, and very properly provides that divorce appeals 
shall be brought to the Court of Appeal instead of to such 
Full Court, while clause 11 furthers the same object in réla- 
tion to appeals under the Divorce Amendment Act, 1868: 
There is no express abolition of the Full Court ; it is otily 
impliedly abolished by having its jurisdiction, under 20 
& 21 Vict. c. 85, “or under any other Act,” taken away 
from it. Perhaps for the sake of greater clearness and 
caution an express abolition might be desirable. 

The 12th clause is a very precise one. It runs thus:— 


‘A judge who was not present and acting as a member 
of a divisional court of the High Court of Justice at the 
time when any decision which may be appealed from was 
made, or at the argument ot the case decided, shall not 
for the purpose of the fourth section of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature Act, 1875, be deemed to be or to have been 
a member of such divisional court,” 


The material part of the 4th section of the Act of 
1875 is:— 


‘*No judge of the Court of Appeal shall sit asa judge 
on the hearing of an appeal from any jadgment or order 
made by himself or made by any divisional court of the 
High Court of which he was and is a member.” 


This section having judicially been held to be non- 
sense, would it be too much to ask the Legislature to 
repeal, and re-enact it in decent shape, with the omission 
of the words “and is” “which must be rejected ”’ 
(Fisher v. Val de Travers Asphalte Company, 24 W. R. 
198, L. R. 1 C. P. D. 259), and withall other proper amend- 
ments? The only effect of the proposed amendment 
which we can discover is that, whereas by the existing 
law a judge is disqualified by having taken part in a 
decision only, a taking part in the hearing of an argu- 
ment also is now to disqualify him. This seems right, 
and is, of course, an additional argument, if one were 
needed, for not having High Court members of the 
Court of Appeal. Nothing can be more inconvenient in 
practice than for parties to come prepared for a hearing, 
and to have to go away again because the case ‘‘ cannot 
be heard by the court as at present constituted.” 
Before leaving this subject it may be well to suggest 
that the time is come for removing the anomaly by which 
judges of the Court of Appeal, who may also happen to 
be members of the House of Lords, may still sit on 
appeal from judgments to which they themselves may 
have been parties. Three is a quorum of the Court of 
Appeal, and three is a quorum of the House of Lords. 
If a case of great political or ecclesiastical interest were 
to be heard by a Court of Appeal of which peers 
happened to be acting members, and then came ap 
for revision by the House of Lords, such peers might be 
in an invidious position. It surely ought to be settled 
by statute that such peers ought not to take part in the 
hearing or decision of the second appzal. 

A very abundant caution provides in clause 13 for the 
nomination of election judges by the judges. of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, instead of by the judges of the 
Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions. 
We had hoped, and still upon a renewed perusal of it 
think, that the Order in Council under section 32 of 
the Actof 1873 gave “ all such further powers as might 
be necessary” for the purpose of fusing the three 
divisions into one; but it is, of course, desirable to 
be on the safe side, especially in dealing with election 
matters. 

The 14th clause is of great importance. It provides 
that the jurisdiction of the High Court in election and 
registration cases “shall henceforth be final ahd conclu- 
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sive, unless in any case it shall seem fit to the 
High Court to give special leave to appeal therefrom 
to her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, whose decision in such 
case shall be final and conclusive.” It would take too 
much of our space to show (as we think we could show) 
that the jurisdiction of the High Oourt in these 
eases is final under the present law. It may, how- 
ever, be mentioned as at least certain—and it is a strong 
argument that such is the law—that no such case has 
been taken to the Court of Appeal during the five years 
which have elapsed since the commencement of the 
Judicature Acts. The clause, therefore, confers, and 
does not restrict, as i appears to do, the right of 
appeal; and confers it subject to special leave. We are, 
therefore, face to face with two questions—(1) ought 
there to be an appeal at all? and (2) ought the appeal to 
be restricted by leave? We incline to think that there 
ought to be no appeal at all. Election law, though import- 
ant, is not difficult, and it is law in which the points 
raised require speedy settlement. 

The 15th clause is also a very important one. It pro- 
vides that the Winter Assizes Act, 1876, ‘‘ shall hence- 
forth extend to all assizes to be held at any time of the 
year.”” The Act in question, it will be remembered, 
allows counties to be united for the purpose of holding 
assizes ‘‘ where it appears to her Majesty, by reason of 
the small number of prisoners, or otherwise, that it is 
usually inexpedient to hold separate winter assizes for 
any county.” The whole machinery of the Act is 
worked by Orders in Council, to be laid before Parliament 
indeed, but, while in force, to have effect as if enacted in 
the Act, which suggests no address by either House, &c., 
for the purpose of annulling them. We may expect 
strenuous opposition to this clause, which has, however, 
a very strong recommendation of the Judicature Oom- 
missioners in its favour, and, if carried, will, we think, 
redound with equal advantage to bench, bar, suitors, 
and public. But what is to be done with the high 
sheriffs? Would not this be a good opportunity for 
abolishing the assize duties of these officials, and for 
handing them over to the chief constables of the counties 
in which the assizes should be held? Clause 16 provides 
for the nomination of sheriffs in the Queen’s Bench 
Division, “at the same time and in the same manner as 
hath been heretofore accustomed in the Court of Ex- 
chequer,” and this clause, which seems useless otherwise, 
may have its use in giving rise to a debate on the question 
whether or not the assize duties of a high sheriff ought not 
to be done away with. Clause 17, which provides for the 
swearing in of the Lord Mayor of London, might very 
well, we think, be replaced by a provision abolishing the 
swearing of that official in court altogether. The cere- 
mony is only a needless interruption of judicial business, 
and sometimes has given occasion for very ill-judged 
orations, and the sooner it is dispensed with the better. 


Clause 18 very properly reduces the number of judges 
who are to fix Central Criminal Court Sessions from eight 
or more to four or more, and clause 19 increases the 
number of puisne judge members of the Rule Com- 
mittee of the Supreme Court from three or more out 
of nine members to four or more out of eight. Of the 
latter clause we have only to remark that this would 
be a good opportunity for introducing the elective 
system. The clause as it stands gives the Lord Chan- 
cellor for the time being and his nominees a clear 
majority on the Rule Committee. 

Clause 20 deals with “patronage.” The patronages 
which fall vacant by the abolition of the two ehiefships 
are to go equally amongst the surviving chiefs—i.e., 
the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, and the 
Master of the Rolls, “ in rotation.’ We should have been 
better pleased if it had been proposed to give them to 
a ‘* Patronage Committee” of five or three puisne judges. 
Or might it not be convenient that the Rule Committee for 
the time being should have the patronage? Such 
a provision would at least utterly extinguish any noticn 
which may still possibly existin the minds of unthinking 


people that patronage is a perquisite of high office, and 
not a trust to be exercised for the public benefit. 

Clauses 21, 22, and 23 seem to increase the powers of 
the Treasury over appointments; and we should have 
expected that these matters had been sufficiently dealt 

with by the Act of 1879. Clause 24 provides for the ap- 

pointment of persons to keep order, take care of and 
clean the Royal Courts of Justice. 

Clause 25 provides for the transfer to the Master of 
the Rolls (with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor 
and the Lord Chief Justice) of the power given by section 
14 of the Judicature Act, 1875, to the Chief Justice of 
England, the Master of the Rolls, the Chief Justice of 
the Common Pleas, and the Chief Baron, of adapting 
enactments relating to solicitors. Olause 27 expressly 
makes valid appointments made by the Lord Chief 
Justice of commissioners to take acknowledgments. 

Last, but not least, clause 28, reciting that ‘‘it is ex- 
pedient that the jurisdiction of county courts should be- 
exercised as far as conveniently may be in a manner 
similar to that of the High Court,” provides that the 
powerof making county court rules shall extend to all 
cases within the jurisdiction of county courts as to which 
Rules of the Supreme Court might be made. Is this 
provision in anticipation of that reform which was 
recommended in the second report of the Judicature 
Commission, ‘‘ that the county courts shouid become 
parts of the High Court, and should have unlimited juris- 
diction, subject to a power of transfer when a claim. 
should exceed £50” ? 





LEGITIMATION. 


Tue legitimation of children by the subsequent marriage: 
of their parents has never been acknowledged by the 
law of England. He alone by English law is legitimate 
who is born of parents married before the time of his 
birth. Yet the doctrine that children born illegitimate 
may be legitimated per subsequens matrimonium is of a 
very ancient date, and was first established in the 
Roman law by Constantine, and in the canon law by 
Pope Alexander III., and it now prevails in Scotland, 
and also in France, Holland, and, it is believed, other 
countries of Europe. An unsuccessful attempt was in- 
deed made in the reign of Henry III. to introduce the 
rule of canon law into the common law of England, and 
tesulted in the passing of the famous Statute of Merton 
(20 Henry III.), containing a declaration by ‘“‘all the 
earls and barons, with one voice, that they would not 
change the laws of the realm” by making those born: 
before matrimony legitimate. Although, however, legi- 
timation is unknown to English law, yet, inasmuch as 
it has been adopted by several foreign nations, questions: 
have from time to time arisen in our courts involving 
the point how far our law, in determining the succession: 
to property in England, is bound to recognize legiti- 
mation, either by the doctrines of international law or 
by what is known as “the comity of nations.’ One of 
such questions has just been settled by the recent 
judgment of the Court of Appedl in the case of Re 
Goodman’s Trusts, reversing a decision of the Master 
to the Rolls (reported 28 W. R. 902, L. R. 14 Ch. D.. 
619). This judgment deserves the attention of all who 
are interested in the progress of our English jurispru- 
dence. 

The question raised by the appeal was whether 
or not a child, legitimate for all purposes by the 
law of its birthplace, but illegitimate by English law, 
can take any share of the estate of an, English intestate 
as one of the next of kin. The following were briefly 
the only material facts of the case:—A legacy, having 
lapsed by the death of the legatee in the testatrix’s life- 
time, became divisible amongst her next of kin. The 
testatrix had six brothers and sisters, but they all prede- 





ceased her, and only two left any issue. One of these 
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two, having had children in England by a woman not 
his wife, went with them and their mother to Holland, 
where he became domiciled, and where he had another 
child by the same woman. After this child’s birth the 
parents married in Holland, and the child was legitimated 
according to the law of that country. The question ac- 
cordingly arose whether or not this child was one of the 
next of kin of the testatrix, and, as such, entitled to 
share in the lapsed legacy. The Master of the Rolls de- 
cided without hesitation in the negative, holding that 
children in the 7th section of the statute of 22 
& 23 Car. II., c. 10, means children according to English 
law, and excludes a legitimated child, and that, 
therefore, a legitimated child could not take under 
any section of the statute. On the appeal Lord 
Justice Lush agreed with that decision; but the 
majority of the court (Lords Justices James and Cotton) 
held the contrary opinion; and, after taking time to 
consider the point, they have deliberately decided that 
in administering the estate of an intestate dying domi- 
ciled in England, the English courts will recognize 
children legitimate according to the law of a foreign 
country, though illegitimate by English law, as legiti- 
mate for the purpose of succeeding to the intestate’s 
personal estate. 

The question whether or not a legitimated child 
could succeed to lands as heir of his father in England 
was discussed in the case of Birtwhistle v. Vardill 
(5 B. & C. 488)—a case probably more fully and 
elaborately argued than any other; and finally, after the 
opinion of the judges had twice been taken, it was 
decided by the House of Lords, in 1840, that a child, 
legitimate according to the law of Scotland by the 
marriage of his parents there subsequently to his birth, 
could not succeed to land in England as heir to his 
father (see 7 Cl. & F. 895). Now, it is to be remarked 
that the law of Scotland as to legitimation is peculiar in 
this respect, that the subsequent marriage of the parents 
is, by a presumption or fiction of law, antedated to 
the birth of the child; if, therefore, a child, legitimate 
by Scotch law by reason of such subsequent marriage, 
cannot inherit land as heir to his father in England, it 
would seem, @ fortiori, that the result would be the same 
in the case of a child legitimated according to the law of 
a country in which no euch presumption or fiction of law 
prevails—indeed, it has never been questioned since 
Birtwhistle v. Vardill that, according to English law 
in the succession to real estate in England, no child 
can take as heir who was not born after the marriage 
of its parents. 

Again, with regard to personal estate, it was decided 
in 1863, in Boyes v. Bedale (12 W. R. 232,1 H. & M. 
798), by Vice-Chancellor Wood, that in construing a 
bequest by a testator domiciled in England, the word 
“ children’? does not include a legitimated child; and 
the result is the same whether the word be qualified 
by the epithet “legitimate”? or not. As to the pre- 
cise question, however, raised by the case of Re Good- 
man’s Trusts, there appears to have been no direct 
authority prior to the decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, except a dictum of Vice-Chancellor Wood in the 
case of Boyes v. Bedale cited above, in which the Vice- 
Chancellor expresses himself thus: ‘‘I take it that the 
language of the Statute of Distributions must be dealt 
with in the same way. Ifan intestate dies domiciled 
in England, the division of his property is governed 
throughout by English law, and no person could take 
by representation under that statute unless legitimate 
by the law of England” (see 1 H. & M. 805). This 
case, however, was followed and entirely concurred in 
by Vice-Chancellor Kindersley in 1865 in a case of Re Wil- 
son’s Trusts (14 W. R. 161, L. R. 1 Eq. 247), afterwards 
affirmed in the House of Lords in Shaw v. Gould (L. R. 
3 H. L. 55), and the dictum of Vice-Chancellor Wood 
was not called in question ; moreover, the Master of the 
Rolls, in deciding Re Goodman’s Trusts, stated that had 
he felt any doubt upon the subject, he should have fol- 





lowed that dictum, and it may therefore be taken to have 
expressed the law on this point prior to the recent de- 
cision of the Court of Appeal. Another point as to 
legitimation came before Vice-Chancellor Stuart in 1871, 
and he there, ina case of Skottowe v. Young (L. R. 11 
Eq. 474), decided that a child, legitimated according to 
French law, ranks as a child under the English Legacy 
and Succession Duty Acts. Indeed it is, as was pointed 
out by the Vice-Chancellor in that case, difficult to see 
how such a child could, in any sense, be a “stranger in 
blood.” 

On the whole, the law on the subject under consideration 
does not seem to be in a satisfactory state, and it would 
appear to lead to these rather anomalous results, that, 
while a child duly legitimated by the subsequent marriage 
of his parents would not inherit his intestate father’s 
lands in England, yet he would share in the personal 
estate as one of the next of kin; and, though such a child 
would take as a “‘child,’’ and therefore one of the next 
of kin under an intestacy, yet he would not take under 
a bequest by will to children. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


CLERK OF THE PEACE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir.—In reply to the letter of your correspondent 
“Lex,” in this week’s Soxtcrrors’ Jovrnat, I believe 
Mr. R. H. Wyatt, clerk of the peace for Surrey, isa 
deputy-lieutenant for counties Kent and Merioneth. 

Teddington, July 8. Epwarp F. M. Ryan. 


[We believe that the point of our correspondent’s 
inquiry was whether the same person could be both 
clerk of the peace and a deputy-lieutenant for the same 
county.—Ep. S. J.] 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—In answer to the inquiry of “‘ Lex,” in your 
last week’s issue, I would refer him to the Zaw List, 
where he will find that it is not at all unusual for a 
clerk of the peace to be either a deputy-lieutenant or 
under-sheriff. 

As an example, Mr. F. W. Jones, of this city, is, and 
has been for some years past, both clerk of the peace 
and under-sheriff for the city of Gloucester at one and 
the same time. Henry Morton York. 

Gloucester, July 12. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—In reply to “ Lex’s” query, I beg to state that 
Mr. John M. Davenport, a solicitor at Oxford, and clerk 
of the peace for the county, formerly held, in addition 
to the latter office, the position of under-sheriff for 
the county of Oxford (see Law Liste previous to 1876). 
C, Gouex. 
7, Granville-square, Pentonville, July 8. 





On the 7th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Gregory 
asked the Attorney-General whether any report or recom- 
mendations had been agreed upon by the committee ap- 
pointed to consider the operation of the Judicature Acts and 
the procedure under them ; and, if not, when such report or 
recommendations might be expected. The Attorney-General 
replied that the report and the recommendations were made 
some seven or eight weeks ago. They had been circulated 
by the Lord Chancellor among the judges, in order that the 
Committee of Judges might act on the report, The Lord 
Chancellor thought it better to plece it in the hands of the 
_udges before he laid it on the table. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Liqurpatron Petrrion—RecetvER—INTERFERENCE WITH 
‘Possrssion—Contempt oF Court—LiaBimary To Account 
—Soxicrron—Covurt or Bankruproy—JuRISsDICTION.—In 
@ case of Ex parte Hayward, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 7th inst.,-a question arose as to the 
liability to account in the Court of Bavkruptey of a 
person who had interfered with the discharge of ‘the 
duties of a receiver appointed by the court under a 
liquidation petition. Immediately after the filing of a 
liquidation petition by some traders a receiver uf their 
property was appointed by the conrt, but no manager of 
their buciness was appointed. The debtors were advised 
by their solicitor, who had filed the petition, to continue 
carrying on their business, and they acted on this advice, 
The receiver on his appointment took possession of the 
debtors’ property and effects at their place of bosiness, and 
sent out notices te the debtors to the estate, calling on them 
to pay their debts to him. ‘The-solicitor then told bim not 
to collect avy farther sume, or to apply to the debtors to 
the estate to pay their debts to him, as it would ruin the 
business and the goodwill. He told the receiver that the 
debtors intended to pay a composition, and that it would 
be unnecessary for him to.interfere with the management 
of the business, beyond holding possession as receiver, 
farther than he (the solicitor) directed him from time to 
time, as the business was being properly attended to by 
the debtors under his (the solicitor’s) seperintendence. 
The receiver raised some objection to thie, but the solici- 
-ter told bim that he would see thatthe management of 
the. business was properly attended to, and offered to in- 
demnify him against apy liability, and wrote him a letter 
to that effect. The business was earried on in this way 
for two monthe, at the end of which time the debtors were 
adjediested bankrupts, resolutions which bad been passed 
to accept @ composition having fallen through in conse- 
quence of some informality. In carrying on the business 
the bankrupts bad received and paid various sums of 
money. Upon the application of the trustee in the bank- 
ruptcy, Mr. Registrar Heztitt ordered the solicitor to file 
an account of all transactions and dealings of the bank- 
rupts, from the date of the appointment of the receiver to 


-the date of the adjudieation, avd of all sume of money 


teeeived by or on account of the bankroptes, or either of 
them, or by any person or persous on behalf of their estate 
daring the same period with his or their consent or per- 
mission ; and also of all sums paid by or op account of the 
bankrppts, or by ary person or persons on their bebalf, or 
on behalf of their estate, during the same period, prefacing 
the order with a declaration that the solicitor was liable for 
any less which might appear on the taking of the accounts to 
to have been suffered by the estate by reason of the man- 
agement or carrying on of the bosiness by the bankrupts 
or either of them, or by-the-sclicitor on their behalf, during 
the same period. It was urged on the solicitor’s behalf 
that there was no jurisdiction in the Bankraptcy Court to 
make bim responsible for givirg bis cli mte bad advice. 
Bat the Court of Appeal (Lord Sexsoune, C., and Brerr 
end Corton, L.JJ.) beld that the order was eub-tantially 
tight, though the accounts ought to have been directed 
agsinet the solicitor jointly with the receiver; aud the 
tenstec then gave an undertaking to apply for an order 
against the reeeiver. The court elso said that there should 
be an inquiry whether any and what lose bad been sustained 
by reason of the carrying on of the business, having regard 
to the price afterwards realized by the sale of the busi- 
ness, aod that the trestee muat undertake co render all the 
#asistance be conld to the solicitor in the making ont of 
the accounts, and to nse avy powers which be possessed nas 
trustee 10 compel the benkrapts to do the same. Lord 
Szivoume, C., anid that the solicitor was held liable, not 
for the advice whieh be bad given to his clients, but for 
taking on himself to give inatrnctions to the receiver not 
to discharge tbe duties of his office, The undertaking he 
gave to indemnify the receiver against liability showed 
that be himself thought he ought not to interfere with the 
receiver, except on the terms of becoming personally respon- 
sible. Corton, LJ., anid that, if it was considered de. 
sirable that the business should be carried ov, an appli. 
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cation should have been made to the court ‘for the 
“purpose. Bat, instead of doing that, the solici'or tookon 
‘himself the responsibility of directing ‘the receiver ‘not ‘to 
act on the order of the court. ‘This was-a contempt of 
court, and a person who bad thus:.acted ought tobe made 
accountable in the baukraptey jurisdiction. —So.icrzors, 
John Hayward ; James Neal. 





Composition REsoLUTIONs—SUBSEQUENT AGREEMENT BY 
Desror To Pay OxE Crepiror in Fottp—Banxkroprcr Act, 
1869, s, 126.—In the case of Ex parte Barrow, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 8th inst., the question arose whether, 
after resolutions accepting a composition have been passed by 
creditors unJer section 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and 
before the time has come for carrying out the provisions of 
the resolutions, a valid agreement can be entered into 
between the debtor and one of the creditors, who is bound 
by the composition, for the payment of his debt in full. In 
Ez parte Barrow, the creditors had resolved to accept a com- 
position, payable in three instalments, respectively two, four, 
and six months from the registration of the resolutions. 
Before the first instalment became due, the debtor agreed 
with one of the creditors, who was bound by the resolutions, 
to pay him his debt in full, the creditor agreeing to continue 
supplying the debtor with goods on credit. He afterwards 
gave the creditor bills for the balance of his original-debt, 
after allowing for the composition, and the creditor claimed 
to prove for the amount of the bills in other liquidation pro- 
ceedings subsequently instituted by the debtor. Bacon, C.J., 
held shat the proof had been rightly rejected by the trustee, 
and his desision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Se.porne, C., and Brerrand Corton, L.JJ.), Reliance was 
placed on the priaciple which has been often laid down by 
the court, that after composition resolutions have ‘been 
passed, the debtor is master of his estate, and the creditors 
have no lien upon it. And the case of Jakeman v. Cook (27 
W. R. 171, L, R. 4 Ex, D. 26), was cited, in which it was held 
that an agreementby a liquidating debtor, who had obtained a 
discharge from his creditors, to pay one of the creditors.in fall, in 
consideration of the creditor agreeing to supply him-with meat 
on credit, was @ valid agreement, and that the creditor could 
maintain an action against the debtor for his origin»] debt. 
Lord Servorne, C., who delivered the judgment of the court, 
said that the composition was a.statutory one under sction 
126, which provided that, if at two successive meetings of 
the creditors there were certain majorities in number and 
value of the creditors present in favour of a proposed com- 
position, that composition should be absolately binding, not 
only on the creditors who assented to it, but also on those 
who dissented from it, provided that their names and the 
amounts of their deb‘s were inserted in the statement pro- 
duced by the debtor at the meetings, and by the express 
words of the section a composition thus accepted was to be 
accepted in satisfaction of the debts due to the creditors, and 
its provisions were not to be added to or varied, except by 
resolutions passed at a subsequent meeting of the creditors, 
and in a similar manner. Bills given for a debt which 
was satisfied by the bankruptcy law were primd facie 
given without any consideration. The onus of proving 
that the debtor had made default in fulfilling the terms 
of the composition was on the appellavt, and he had 
failed satisfactorily to discharge that onus. Jakeman v. 
Cook was acase, not of composition, but of liquidation by 
arrangement, and appeared to have no bearing ‘whatever 
on the preseut case, which was one of statutory camposi- 
tion, The agreement was made, not only be‘ore the statu- 
tory composition was exbausted by the fulfilment of its 
terms, but even before the first instalment had become 
due. It might be that after a composition had been fully 
worked out and all the instalments paid, the position of 
the debtor might be like that of a discharged bankrupt or 
liqnidating debtor, and that an agreement made by 
him with a creditor, such as in Jakeman v. Cook, would 
be supported. But in the present ease everything was 
done before any of the instalments bad been paid to any 
of the creditors. By section 126 it was expressly provided 
that no addition o or variation in. a composition should ‘be 
made without a resolution of the creditors. If there could 
be no addition for the benefit of all the creditors, how could 
there be an addition for the benefit of one creditor, and that 
behind the backs of the others, and without any communica- 
tion tothem? It og oer to bis lordship impossible that a 
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an agreement by the debtor for the bencfit of a par- | general, yet that, if ite generality had been hmited-to the 
“ticular creditor could stand together, He was on- | subject-matter of the action, the ‘would bave been 


firmed in ‘this view by a consideration of the-consequences 
which might result from upholding such an agreement. Its 
validity could not depend on the amount of the creditor's 
debt. If it were valid in one case it would be equally so if 
the creditor's debt were very large, and if the composition 
shad been forced on the other creditors by reason of the 
amount of his debt and by his vote alone. And, if the 
agreement could be valid!y made at such a time and under 
such cireamstances as in the present case, he could not see 
what would prevent the amount of the debt being paid down 
at once, before ‘any of the instalments were paid to the 
creditors, and thus the whole of the assets might be swept 
away by the one creditor. He was confirmed in this view by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Sydney (23 
W. R. 205, L. R. 10 Ch. 208), which, though not similar 
in its circumstances, depended upon similar principles. He 
‘must add thatthere were many decisions both in courts of 
law and in courte of equity against the validity of underhand 
dealings with a particular creditor contemp ly with 
& composition with the general body of creditors, and the 
‘principles of those decisions were fully and entirely applicable 
“to such’a case as the present. It was said that fresh credit 
was given by the appellant to the debtor, and that in this 
way there'was a consideration for the agreement. That 
might be soina case like Jakeman-v. Cook, where there 
was no question of good faith with the other creditors, and 
no question of compliance or non-compliance with the terms 
~of composition resolutions. But no consideration could 
support an agreement which was inconsistent with good faith 
- og creditors, and inconsistent with the spirit of sec- 

n 126. 

[This decision appears somewhat difficult to reconcile 
with that of the Court of Appeal sagan Mellish, and 
Baggallay, L.JJ., and Mellor, J.) in parte Burrell (24 
W. R. 353, L. R. 1 Ch. D. 547), in which it was held that 
where creditors had agreed to accept a composition payable 
in three instalments, the third instalment being guaranteed 
-by a surety, a secret agreement by the debtor with the 
surety to indemnify him against liability, by a transfer of 
a part of his assets to him, was valid as against the trustee 
in sabsequent liquidation proceedings instituted by the 
debtor in consequence of bis failure to pay the second 
instalment of the composition.]—Soxicitors, #. Montagu ; 
-C. C. Becke, Northampton. 
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DiscOVERY—PosTPONEMENT TILL AFTER TRIAL—DIsCRE- 
tion oF Court—Orp, 31, R. 19.—In a case of Parker v. 
Wells, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., a ques- 
tion arose as to the exercise of the power given to the court 
by rule 19 of order 31, which provides that, ‘‘if the party 
from whom discovery of any kind or inspection is sought 
objects to the same, or any part thereof, the court may, if 
satisfied that the right to the discovery or inspection sought 
depends on the determination of any issue or question iu 
dispute in the action, or that for any other reason it is desir- 
able that any issue or question in dispute in the action 
should be determined before deciding upon the right to the 
discovery or inspection, order that such issue or question 
be determined first, and reserve the question as to the 
discovery or inspection.” The appeal was from an order 
made by Fry, J., that the defendant should file a farther 
‘answer to-some interrogatories delivered by the plaint ff. 
JEsseL, M.R., said that in exercising the discretion Which 
was undoubtedly reposed in the court by this rule (and he 
was far from saying that the court had not a similar dis- 
cretion before the Judicature Act), he always had regard 
to the nature of the discovery sought, and in particular to 
the questions whether it would assist the plaintiff at the trial, 
and whether it was fair to the defendant or oppressive to- 
-warde him. In the present case the answers required would 
not assist the plaintiff at the trial, and it would be unfair 
and oppressive to require him to give them, aud there- 
fore the order should be discharged. Brett, L.J., was of 
Opinion that the practice as to answera to interrogatories 
‘was not now regulated by the old practice of the Court of 
‘Chancery, bat that the rales onder the Jadicatare Aot 
were intended to form a new practice intermediate between 
“the more rigid practive of the Oourt of Chancery and the 
practice which had grown ap in the common law courts 
‘under the Common Law Procedure Act, As to one of the 
faterrogatories, it was contended that though it was too 


entitled to an answer to it, and 

to be compelled to answer it in this limited form, and 
Corton, L.J., ‘acceded to this view. Bat Jesse, «.R., 
and Brett, L.J., were of opinion that, ‘as the plaittif had 
come to the court insisting that the defendant 
answer the in the anlimited form mn 
it had been pat, he could not sacoved on the appeal, 
ground that the original order shoald have ‘been f 
‘answer in the mote limited form.—Sortcrrozs, Ford 
Ford ; Moresby- White, Salmond, & Co. 
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ARBITRATION—SertTine astp—e Awiarp—RemMtrtine To 
Arsirration.—In a case of In re Sharpe, before ths Goart of 
Appeal on the 13th inst., an appeal was brought from an order 
of the Queen’s Bench Division settimg aside an award in an 
arbitration, and refusing to remit the case to the arbitrators, 
The Court of Appeal (Jzsser, M.R., and Besrr and Cortox, 
L.JJ.) held that the award had been properly set aside, be- 
cause it had been made without notice to the parties, so that 
they had uo opportunity of arguing their case before the 
arbitrators, Such a course of procedure was ‘contrary to 
natural justice. But the court held that the ease ought to 
be remitted to the arbitrators, if they were still willing to 
act. JeEsset, M.R., said that, as a general rule, the fact that 
arbitrators had made a mistake was nota sufficient reason 
for not sending the ease back to them. Corrupt dealing or 
utter incompetence of the arbitrators might be sufficient 
reasons, and there might be other sufficient reasons. But 
there must be strong reasons, founded on the exercise of a 
jadicial discretion, for not sending the case back. Brert, 
L.J., said that it was a matter of judicial diseretion whether 
‘the case should be sent back, and it was impossible to ena- 
merate all the reasons which would justify the court in 
refusing to send a case back. In the present case there had 
been nothing bata mistake on the part of the arbitrators, 
and that was not a sufficient reason. There was nothing to 
show that, if the matter went back to them, they would not 
then make a proper award. But, of course, if any one of 
them would not act, it would be impossible to send the case 
baeck.—Soxicrrors, Radcliffe, Cator, & Martineau; G. T. 
Woodroffe. 





‘*Montus”— Lunar or CabenpaR.—In a case of 
Hutton vy. Brown, before Fry, J., on the 8th inst., the ques- 
tion arose whether the word “ months” in an ‘agreement for 
the purchase of furniture by instalments was to be read as 
meaning lunar months or calendar months. The owner of 
some furniture borrowed £1,300 on the security of it, the 
lender becoming the parchaser of it, and he then entered into 
an agreement to let it to the borrower at a weekly reat of 
£22 10s. The hiring was to be for twenty-six months, and 
at the end of the twenty-six months, if all the weekly pay- 
ments were daly made, the furniture was to become the 
property of the borrower again, The lender contended that 
the months were calendar months, a constraction the effect 
of which would be to give him eight more weekly instalments 
than if they were lunar months. Fay, J., said that prind 
JSacie the rule of law was that months meant lunar months, and 
there was nothing in the preseot case safficient to rebut the 
presumption. In mortgages, no doubt, months were always 
understood to mean calendar months, but that was because 
the interest on mortgage money was a fixed sum per annum, 
and then, of course, the half-year’s interest would de for six 
calendar months. That rule did not apply to a hiring agree- 
ment of this kiod.—Soxrcrrors, W. Afayrerd ; Champion, 
Robinson, & Poole. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr, Reaistrak Broveran, acting as Chief Jadge.) 
Jane 30,— Fx parte Hveper, Re Hooper. 

J. K. , and J. K. H,, jan., co-partners in trade, being in- 
debdted to their bakers ta By Noes den of money, dorrowed 
£5 000 farther upon the security of property beteagiag to 
J. K. H., 200. Sach was to be hetd as collateral 
seourity for the due payment of the said loan and all otter 
moneys in respec’ of which the parties might decome liable te 
the bankers, The ere became further indebted to the 
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bankers, and from time to time deposited with them 
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ecurities. Afterwards presented a liquidation ti 
and the bankers, eauel et ovine against tbe joint rs 
receiving dividends therefrom, realized the securities held on 
the separate estate, and satisfied their whole debt. : 

Held, that the separate estate of J. K. H., sen., was entitled 
to be recouped out of the joint estate the amount applied in 
payment of the joint debt. 

This was an application on behalf of Mrs. Ann E. Hooper, 
widow, for an order declaring that the separate creditors of 
J. K. Hooper, the elder, had a right of proof against the joint 
estate of the debtors, Messrs. Meee & Hooper, in respect 
of the sum of £9,531, or for an alternative order declaring 
that such separate creditors were entitled to all the rights 
and remedies, by way of proof or otherwise, that Messrs. 
Smith, Payne, & Smith, bankers, had against the joint estate, 
and for a further order declaring that the joint estate was 
bound to contribute to the payment of the claim of the bank 
primarily due and owing from the joint estate, but which 
had been paid by the separate estate to the extent of £9,531, 
and for a further or alternative order declaring that the 
separate creditors were entitled to be indemnified by the 
joint estate to the extent that the joint estate had been re- 
lieved from proof or payment of dividends by the said pay- 
ment of £9,531. 

The following is the agreed statement of facts:— 

Prior to December, 1877, Messrs. Joha K. Hooper and 
John K. Hooper, the younger, carried on business in partner- 
ship, in London, as wholesale wine and spirit merchants, as 
Richard Hooper & Sons, and also at Oporto, in Portugal, as 
port wine shippers, as Hooper Brothers. During the course 
of their business, and up to December, 1877, Messrs. Richard 
Hooper & Sons banked with the firm of Messrs, mith 
Payne, & Smith’s, of Lombard-street, and became indebted 
to them in a very large sum of money. 

{n or about the months of November or December, 1875,° 
Messrs, Richard Hooper & Sons borrowed a sum of £5,000 
from tbe bank, and John K. Hooper, the elder, deposited 
with the bank the title deeds of certain property called New- 
lands, which belonged to him separately, as collateral securit 
for the due payment, by his firm, of the said loan with 
interest, and also all other moneys in respect of which the 
said Messrs. Richard Hooper & Sons might be at any time 
liable to the said bank on any account whatsoever. The 
——— of deposit was dated the 6th of December, 

75. 

Messrs. Richard Hooper & Sons became indebted to 
the bank, and from time to time deposited with the bank 
various securities belonging to the partnership, consisting, 
among other things, of bills of exchange and wine warrants 
to a very large amount in value. 

On the 14th of December, 1877, Messrs, Richard Hooper 
& Sons filed, ia the London Bankruptcy Conrt, a petition 
for the liquidation of their affairs by arrangement or 
composition with their creditors, under which petition a 
resolution that their affairs should beliquidated by arrange- 
ment and sot in bankroptcy was doly passed and 
registered, and Mr. James Waddell, chartered accountent, 
was Guly appointed trustee, with a committee of inspec 
tion, and the said Mr. James Waddell thereby became 
trustee of both the joint and separate estates. At the time 
of the appointment of the trustee, the partnership or 
joint estate was indebted to the bank in the sum of 
£29,143 7s. 104., avd on the 30th of July, 1880, when the 
seid bank closed the account, the interest upon such sums 
amounted to £1,408 1. 11d, making a total of 
£00,552 12. 94. 

At the time of the appointment of the trastee Mrs, Ann 
E. Hoopér, widow, was 6 creditor upon the joint estate 
for £27,752 19s. 11d., and upon the separate estate of 
4. K. Hooper, the elder, for £27,966, and has duly proved 
both her said debts. 

The bavk bave not proved their said debts or any part 
thereof against the joint estate or at all, nor have they re- 
ceived any dividend in respect thereof. After the appoint- 
ment of the trustee the bank proceeded as and when they 
thought fit to realize the various securities held by them, 
and realized securities belonging to the joint estate of the 
natore before referred to, to the extent of £20,734 11s. 94. 
The balance of the securities belonging to the joint estate 
oti) unrealized by them, consisting of wine warrants and 
Claims on bile, ie estimated to realize £286, The vale, 
therefore, of the whole of the joint securities held by the 


bank bas been taken by them a+ the total of £21,020 11s. 94. 





Instead of proving against the joint estate and receivi 


ng 
dividends therefrom in respect of the balance of their: 


debt, the said bank realized the securities held by them on 


the separate estate of J. K. Hooper, the elder, as herein-- 


before stated, by arrangement between the bank and the 
trustee, sueh property, when sold by auction, having 
realized as net a the sum of £9,779 3s. 7d. 


proceed 
On the 30th of July, 1880, the bank finally made up- 


their account against their debtors, and at this time 
the interest amounted to £1,408 13s. 11d. as before stated, 
making a balance claimed by the said bank of £9,531: 10s. 
This sum was paid out of the proceeds of the said separate. 
security, and thereby the whole of the claim of the bank, 
including interest subsequent to the appointment of the- 
trustee, became satisfied. The balance of the proceeds of 
the separate security—viz., £247 13s. 7d.—was carried to- 
the separate estate of John K. Hooper, the elder. Under 
the above circumstances, the separate estate of J. K. Hooper,. 
the elder, contributed to the payment of claims in respect 
of which the bank were entitled to retain their said secu-- 
rities, and which were due from the partnership or joint 
estate the sum of £9,531 10s., and the joint estate was 
thereby relieved from all the proofs which the bank, had: 
it so pleased, might have a against it. The joint 
estate, although liable for the debt to the bank, has paid no- 
dividend whatever in respect of the said debt. On the 27th. 
day of November, 1878, a dividend of 2s. 6d.in the pound 
on the joint estate was duly declared and paid to the- 
joint creditors of the debtors other than the bank, and on 
the 5th day of May, 1880, a further dividend of 2s. 6d. in the- 
pound was declared and paid to the joint creditors of the 
debtors other than the said bank. The amount of such 
two dividends on the sum of £9,531 10s. is £2,382 17s. 6d.. 
The joint estate will probably yield a further dividend of 
1s. 6d. in the pound. 

Jeune, in support of the application.—The separate estate 
having contributed about £9,000 in relief to the joint estate, 
the creditors of the separate estate are entitled to be re- 
couped the amount out of the joint estate. This is not the 
case of partners proving against the joint estate in compe- 
tition with the joint creditors. The priaciple is this, that 
where one estate has paid debts or expenses which ought to- 
be borne by the other,'the amount so paid will be ordered 
to be refunded by the latter to the former estate : a 
on Partnersbip, vol. 2, p. 1,201, and the cases there ci 
In E2 parte Rutherford (1 Rese, 201), Lord Eldon decided 
that onder a separate commission the separate estate waa 
entitled to be reimbursed out of the joint estate expenses: 
iocurred in recovering property for the benefit of the joint 
creditors. Ex parte Read (2 Rose, 84) is very much in point.. 
The present is a case in which, by reason of extraneous 
circumstances, the separate estate has contributed to the 
joint estate. A partner cannot prove in competition with 
the joint estate, becanse he is part of the joint estate, but here 
there is no competition, merely substitation. (2) I am en-: 
titled to prove on the principle of marshalling, which applies 
to this case. (3) As‘surety, I am entitled to all the rights and 
remedies which the creditor had against the principal debtor ;. 
and I am entitled to be in the satne position as if the creditor 
had taken the money from the joint estate. The bank had 
no right to injure a te creditor by having recourse to- 
the separate estate without going against the joint estate. 

McCall, for the creditors of the joint estate.—This is 
really an attempt by the applicant to prove in competition 
with the other creditors. The bank realized £9,500 
ont of securities, for which proof might have been made 
against the joint estate, and the applicant oan have no 
higher right than Hooper senior himself had. A partner 
cannot prove against a joint estate in competition with the 
other creditors. After the joint creditors have been satis- 
fied, the surplus is no doubt distributable amongst the 
partners; bat here there is no surplus. 

Mr. Reorstnan Brovenam referred to Ez parte Dunlop 


(28 L. T. gc 

McCall,—That case is not to be found in the text-booke. 

J. Linklater, for the trustee. 

Mr, Beowrear Brovonam anid that in EZ parte Dunlop- 
it was decided by the late Mr. Commissioner Evans that 
the separate estate of a member of a partnership firm was 
entitled to be recouped ont of the joint estate for the 
benefit of the creditors w amount of such 

te estate hes been applied Pe ment of the joint 
of the firm. In that case the were on all 
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‘with those in the present. It was not a case of competi- 
tion with the other creditors. The bank had a right 
against the joint estate, and might have realized the joint 
securities without giving any credit for the security held 
on the separate estate. He thought the case fell within 
Ex parte Dunlop, and an order must be made, following 
the decision in that case, for he could not find from the file 
of proceedings that any order had been drawn up. 

Solicitors for the applicant, Gedge § Co. 

Solicitors for the respondents and for the trustee, Loxley 
Morley. 





SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, 
U.K., was held in the society’s hall, Chancery-lane, on 
or ig the 8th inst., Mr. J. Moxon Chaxpon occupying the 
chair. 

Mr. C. C. Drace was unanimously elected president, and 
Mr. Paine vice-president, for the ensuing year. 

Ten members of the council went out of office under the 
pye-laws, but the whole of them offered themselves for re- 
election, with the exception of Mr. Thomas Plews, whose 
retirement the council stated in their report they much re- 
gretted. He had devoted much time to the consideration of 
the best mode of amending the law of bankruptcy, and his 
-extensive and accurate knowledge on the subject rendered his 
Services of the greatest importance. 

The names of thirteen candidates had been received for 
election to the vacancies, but, at the commencement of the 
meeting, Sir Gaprizt Goipney, Bart., M.P., withdrew the 
nomination of Mr. F. Hastings Goldney, of Chippenham, 
Wilts, as he understood it was the custom to fill up 
any seat vacated by a City solicitor from the profession in 
London. 

The twelve names remaining were then prop sed and se- 
conded by gentlemen in the room. 

The CHareMavn, in reply to Mr. F. R. Parker, stated that 
the reason Mr. Bell, who offered himself for re-election, had 
not attended any meetings during the year was that he had 
suffered from ill-health, 

Mr, N. Hanuanrt said that Mr. Plews had not been present 
at any of the meetings. 

Mr. Waters remarked that these gentlemen had been of 
great use to the members in past times, and that Mr. Bell 
‘had served them as president. 

The CHarrMan, in answer to an observation from Mr. 
Hanuart that Mr. R. Nicholson, who also retired at this 
meeting, had not attended more than one-fourth of the meet- 
ings, stated that that gentleman had been ill during the whole 
of the year. 

Mr. E. Kiser remarked that Mr. Thomas Marshall, 
who was a candidate for re-election, had only attended three 
aeetings. 

The Cuatrman said that allowance must be made for 
members of the council who resided in the country. Mr. 
Marshall was one of the secretaries of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, and was of great service to the 
society and the profession in that capacity. The council re- 
eognized the great advantage of being in active communica- 
tion with one of the secretaries of that body. 

Mr. Kmper wished to know if it was correct that Mr. 
M. Bateson Wood, a retiring member, had not attended a 
single meeting ? 

Mr. Dopps said that no one could be more active or do 
more for the benefit of the society than Mr. Wood. He was 
president of the Manchester Law Society at the time of the 
Incorporated Law Society's visit, and did his best to make 
their visit pleasant and profitable, 

Mr. Hanuart thought the council would do well to re- 
cognize that there was a strong feeling that all was not as it 
should be, and that the members had a strong intereat in 
discussing what had been done during the year. The list of 
attendances of the council which had he circulated amongst 
the members was a very good guide as to whom they should 
re-elect, If aatiafactory explanations of the non-attendances 
‘wore forthcoming they would, of course, be happy to re-elect 
these gontleomen. If Mr. Bell had done the society good 
service in former years, it was perfectly just that he should 





be re-elected, but no very sufficient explanation had been re- 
ceived with regard tothe other gentlemen, If they were 
influential and useful in other places, they should attend the 
council meetings that their utility might be of advantage to 
the society. Otherwise he was unable to comprehend how 
they were of any assistance. 

Mr. Parker did not ask the question from any wish to 
throw any reflection upon the council, and fully recognized 
the able and valuable services they gratuitously gave to the 
society; but he thought they ought to elect, when they had 
the opportunity, gentlemen who were able to give their 
attendance, rather than gentlemen who were prevented, from 
whatever cause, from taking their fair share of the work. He 
drew a wide distinction between the case of those residing 
in the country and those practising in London. It was doubt- 
less a great advantage to be represented, for instance, in 
such a town as Manchester. 

The number of gentlemen proposed being greater than the 
number of vacancies, the CoarRMAN stated that an election 
by ballot was necessary, and scrutineers having been 
appointed, Thursday, the 4th of August, was fixed for a 
general meeting to receive their report. 

Mr. A. G. Parson, Mr. C. P. Williams, and Mr. J. H. 
Schroder were re-elected auditors. 

The CuarrMan moved the adoption of the balance-sheet, 
which was seconded by Mr. Druce. 

Mr. Hanwart remarked that nothing appeared in the 
balance-sheet with respect to the rent paid by a society 
known as “The Law Club,” which occupied a part of the 
society's building. He saw that bye-law 37 gave the council 
power to apportion a part of the building as clut-rooms; 
but it appeared to him that they ought to be open to the 
whole of the members. 

Mr. Joun NicHotts wished to know the cost of the 
Calendar ofthe society. He saw that the subscriptions with 
regard to it amounted to £56. 

Mr. Lake (as chairman of the Financial Committee) said 
that the question of the club had been frequently brought 
forward at the annual meetings, and on every occasion the 
action of the council had been approved by the society. It 
would not be convenient to discuss at this meeting the advan- 
tages or otherwise of having the club, or the ments 
under which it was instituted. If the views of the majority 
of the members had changed, and it was thought desirable 
to reconsider the matter, a formal notice of motion with 
respect to it should be given. The accounts with reference 
to the Calendar would appear in next year’s balance-sheet, 
as it was thought desirable to get all the receipts in one 
account. He might say that the expense would be very 
nearly, if not quite, covered, and that expense had, of course, 
been much heavier in this, the first year of publication, than 
would be the case in any subsequent year. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that as regarded the clab—of 
which be was not a member—without at all wishing to de- 
tract from its usefulness to the society, he thought it would 
be more convenient if the rooms were appropriated to the 
general use of the members as refreshment rooms, particularly 
in view of the approaching completion of the new Law 
Courts. This, however, was a question which required very 
careful discussion after very ample notice. 

The motion for the adoption of the balance-sheet was then 
put and carried unanimously, 

The CuatRMAn next moved the adoption of the report. 
He said ; There are oae or two matters [ wish to mention, 
because they are rather supplementary to the report, and have 
in fact taken place since it was printed. First, as to the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill. The report has teld you that 
it is a Bill under which the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Queen’s Bench, the Master of the Rolls, and, 
as it now stands, the president of this society, and the preai- 
dent of one of the country law societies, to be appointed by 
the Lord Chancellor, will be the tribunal to frame a scale of 
costs in non-contentious matters, and that tribunal, which 
would have two solicitors out of the five upon it, must sabmit 
what they want to do to the council of the society, and we ahall 
have a month ia which to consider it, The Bill weat throagh 
the House of Lords. It has been amended in the House of 
Commons by adding the fifth member, the ident of one 
of the provincial law societies ; it has through Com- 
mittee,jand Mr, Dodds bas done great service to usin helping 
it on, and I hope it will be read a third time and that you 
will shortly see it receive the Royal assent, The next matter 
relates to the committee appointed by the Lord Chancellor 
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with reference to legal procedure, and you will all remember 
that we have bad two extraordinary meetings, at the last of 
which a pledge was given by myself that when the report 
of the committee was made public it should be circulated 
amongst the members of the society, and we would confirm 
the appointment of an outside committee cf members of the 
society, not being members of the council, for considering the 
— I have called upon the secretary to the Lord Chan- 

jor and have learnt that the report has been signed and has 
been sent to the judges confidentially for their consideration. 
Up to the present moment it has not been returned from 
them. You will all have seen that some weeks ago, in the 
House of Commons, the Attorney-General was asked a ques- 
tion with reference to laying the report upon the table, and 
he said he saw no objection, but at the present time it bas 
not been made public. It is just possible it may never be 
made public at all. I donot blame anyone for that; but we 
think the jndges may be just now considering what they will 
do in consequence of that report, and one of these days rules 
may be promulgated in consequence of their deliberations. 
The members of the society may, therefore, never have the 
Opportunity of giving the report that consideration which the 
extraordinary meetings thought necessary. I suggest to you 
whether you woold like to appoint a committee to-day to 
make suggestions to the judges or to the Lord Chancellor as 
to the amendments you consider necessary in legal procedure. 
The rerort tells you Low anxious the council have been as 
to the accommodation in the courts. We have seen Mr. 
Street, and we have seen model courts fitted up for our inspec- 
tion. The first and grand point is to get rid of that horrid 
“ well,” and the next to have a table reaching the whole 
length of the seats for the Queen’s Counsel. A letter was 
gent to the Lord Chancellor, which has followed Mr. Street on 
to the Continent. I have heard from him and we are to see 


him « isectly he comes back, and I hope we shall be able to 


obtain proper accommodation for solicitors. 

Mr, Davuce seconded the motion. 

Mr. C. Forp had seldom read a more satisfaetory report 
than the present, and the society had not hesitated to deal 
with sutj cts which had concerned both the solicitors and the 
bari-ters. The report made no reference to the Limitation 
of Actions Bill at present before Parliament, but they might 
be toid thet it was not likely to become law during the pre- 
sent session. He would be glad to know whether the case 
referred to im the report under the heading, ‘‘ Unqualified 
Practitioners— Debt Collector's Charges,” was the case of 
Re Hunt, an accountant practising in the City of London ? 

The CuareMan stated that the secretary had informed him 
that that was not the case referred to. 

Mr. Darron Mitier hoped that future editions of the 
Calerdar would contesin a list of the members.of the council, 
with the dates of their election to the council, and a list of 
their attendsnces at meetings. The report appeared to 
show tbat an arrangement had been come to with the Inns 
of Court by which a gentleman was to be entitled to be 
called to the bar after baving ceased to be a solicitor for twelve 
months, snd having kept four terms and passed the bar final 
exeminaticn. He suggested that the council sbould con- 
sider the desirability of getting rid of the words in the 
report suggesting that the preliminary examination of the 
society should exempt from the bar nt? Berne examination 
beforeit was adopted. He thougbt that as the Inns of Court 
had yielded eo far they might be induced to go a little far- 
ther. At apy rate before this was settled the opinion of 
non-members should be taken concerning it. With refer- 
ence to the Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill, and the scale for 


nop-contentious business, the council should rememberthat the 
members of the society were not all conveyancers, and that 
though it might be of great importance to conveyancers, 
some action was necessary with regard to the contentious part 
of professions] business, with the object that solicitors should 


the same right of contracting for their r+ muneration 
which was enjoyed by those engaged in other duties, Sub-sec- 
tion 11 of the Act of 1870, which Act lett the solicitor free 
to make an agreement with his client, had rendered its pro- 
visions entirely useless, for in practice it was found impos- 
sible to enter into an agreement with a client when it was 
coupled with so many conditions, If « solicitor made an 
agreement With a client that bis remuneration should depend 
upon the success of his efforts, such as, for instance, in the 
collection of a debt, that agreement was totally void. The 
report stated in regard to the Bill ed by the council 
comeruing the avdience of solicitors that the council 
came to the conclusion that the question as to the 





audience of solicitors at quarter sessions, although of con-- 
siderable im had better be postponed, as it would 
be likely to impede the a of the larger measures in-- 
volved. The council should give some promise that they 
would bring the subject forward early in the next session, 
and members should not be left with the notion that the- 
matter might never be taken up again. The matter was- 
one of great moment to solicitors practising in the country. 
He was of opinion that five of the retiring members of the- 
council should not be eligible for re-election until at least 
twelve months had elapsed. The retiring members were 
always re-elected en bloc, and it was not possible for outside- 
members to get elected upon it. He gave notice that he- 
would bring a motion forward to this effect at the next 
general meeting. He also suggested that a list of the attend- 
ances of the council should accompany the voting papers at 
any cunteated election, and gave notice of motion to this 
effect at the next general meeting. 


Mr, Krmser congratulated the meeting upon what he 
considered to be the best report ever issued by the council, 
There were, however, several matters which required die-- 
cussion in the interest of the profession and the public. He 
had heard with great gratification that the Legal Procedare- 
Committee were about to report, but had been astounded 
to hear to-day that the report was not likely to be made 
public, Here was a document which had been prepared 
by a committee appointed. by the Lord Chancellor, a come. 
mittee of eminent lawyers, and numerous questions had 
been asked in the House of Commons upon the subject, 
the answer always being that the committee were about, 
to make a report. What would be said in the House of 
Commons when they heard that it was not tobe made 
public ? 

The Cuairman Observed that he had only stated his. 
opinion. He had no authority for saying the report would 
not be published. 

Mi.-Kiwser asked w an 8 of the society 
believed at that moment that it would be published ? Tha 
judges, he supposed, would make rules by which the- 
whole of the administration of justice would be regulated, 
and by which solicitors would have to be boand, and yet 
they were denied an opportunity of discussing the report.. 
He thonght the report one of the most important documents 
that was ever compiled, and if the committee had been 
acting accurately and had considered the suggestions which 
had been made to them by those engaged in the administra- 
tion of justice, why should they be afraid of letting such 
@ society as the Incorporated Law Society know somethi 
of what they intended todo? The report of the poms | 
stated that they assented with pleasure to the appoint- 
ment of an outside committee, which they suggested should 
consist of some of the members who had taken part in the 
debates at the speqial meetings. Mr. Kimber then referred 
to the case of Re Empress Engineering Company, as to which: 
he had given notice to move a resolution, the decision in 
which he stated affected solicitors’ costs, and seriously 
shook the confidence of the public in commercial enter. 
prize. He would not trouble the meeting with the other 
matter of which he had given notice, which was reported) 
in the Soxicrtors’ Journal of the 4th of Jane last, p. 584, 
and which seriously damaged the securities of building 
societies and mortgagees of freehold and leasehold proparty,, 
because the matter had already been dealt with in that 
journal. He was of opinion that the society, having gone 
80 far ag they bad with respect to the call of solicitors to 
the bar, would not be acting prudently in accepting the 
offer which had been made by the Inns of Coart, The 
council appeared to think differently, for, according to the 
report, ‘‘a donbt, however, arose whether, under the 
resolation, a solicitor would be required to pasa the bar 
preliminary examination before admission as a student, 
and the covncil therefore again communicated with the 
benchers, suggesting that the bar preliminary. examinasion 
should not be required of any solicitor who had passed the 
preliminary examination, held by. th 
entirety.” Many solicitors had passed 
exempted them from the preliminary examination, and he 
hoped they would not be compelled by the bar to pass that 

examination, but that those they bad 
passed would be accepted in lieu of it. The report alwo } 
the desire of the council to keep up the standard of the 
education of the profession, but he was of opinion that it 


hath 
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ought to be very much raised. He believed that if 
the Government were properly: approached, they would. be. 
ready to assist the solicitors, and much of the taxation that 
pressed so heavily upon them. would be reduced. Helooked 
upon the £80 stamp. daty upon. articles of clerkship, and the 
£40 payable on, admission, as taxes upon education, which 
ought to be reduced, if not abolished. The council had pro- 
posed, with respect to the remuneration of solicitors, that 
the solicitor should. be empowered to name a. fee for his 
services, and, in. the event of the client demurring, that the 
taxing master should decide as toitsreasonableness. Hedid 
not altogether object to that, but thought that the. taxiog 
master should not always be a barrister, such a8 was the 
case, for instance, in the common law division. It was 
absurd to suppose that. these gentlemen, however learned or 
distinguished they might be in the other branch of the pro- 
fession, could properly comprehend the services of the 
solicitors. If the taxing master was to be placed in the 
position referred to, his decision ought to be given without the 
requirement of a fee. The complaints of the public against 
the administration of the law were not caused by the fees of the 
solicitor, but by the large sums paid by him. in court fees. 
Tt was the duty of solicitors to protest against the £5 stamp 
which had to be paid before an appointment could be 
obtained before the official referee. It was most iniquitous 
that justice should be taxed in that. way, and. that ahigher 
fee should. be asked for administering. justice by an. inferior 
tribunal to that required by the Court of Chancery. He 
asked what reason there was for taxing, a petition in bank- 
ruptey with a £5 stamp? It seemed to him to be most un- 
just, and “ae properly pressed home to the Legislature it would 
remedied. 


Mr. J. W. Prouproor was.in favour of doubling the stamp: 


duty upon articles of clerkship, rather than. of reducing it. He 
was-sure there were a great many more in the profession than 
could ever hope to make alivelihood. He could never under- 
stand why the daty wasreduced from £120to £80, unless 
it was that the profession: might be crowded: to a greater 
degree even than had formerly been the case. The duty 
upon‘ solicitors’ certifieates stood in more need of being reduced, 
At these meeting», there had always arisen these discussions 
on the subject-of the transfer of solicitors to the bar, and he 
did not’ see why: a young man who thought he could do 
better at the-bar should not take the usual course: and go to 
the bar, as if he had been a studentin the usual way, and had 
never come to the solicitor branch of the profession. at. all. 
A solicitor who had been in practice for five years should, in 
his.opinion, be permitted to go tothe bar without passing 
an examination. But. who were the solicitors who had been 
successfal who would go to the bar? They would see them 
trying to. conduct their cases in the presence of the members of 
the bar, and liable to be snapped up by some young barrister 
scareely old enough to be their grandchild. The opportasity 
given of transfer to the bar would not beappreciated by one 
solicitor in # thousand. With regard to: the trial of causes, 
which was in a-very unsatisfactory condition, he observed that, 
although a solicitor might have taken the greatest pains with a 
casey and been careful to bring every point before the advo- 
cate he had selected to conduct it, and paid him a heavy fee 
for so doing, yet when the case came on, the chances were that 
the-brief had been handed to a gentleman who knew nothing 
whatever abont the matter, and who bad, perhaps, never even 
opened the brief, Everyone knew thatit was.a matter of 
impossibility fora barrister with a-large business to attend 
to every case which was: given to him, and he could not be 
in half-a-dozen places-at‘one time, This-was the more diffi- 
culé‘on account of the manner in which a case would be put 
down in one court one day, another the next, and a different 
one'on the third. In the suggestions of the council, at the 
end of the report, there was.one, ‘That rule 3 ofthe Rules 
of the Supreme Court of April, 1880, by which the practice 
under the Summary Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act (18 
& 19 Viet. c. 67), is abolished, should be annulled; and 
the practice under the Act sbould be re-established : the 
number of days in which judgment may be obtained should 
be reduced from twelve to-eight days, ord. 16, r. 10, being 
made to apply to summary proceedings on bills of ex- 
change,” He could recollect the time when. it was no easy 
— obtuin a judgment ona bill of exchange, and then 
peop @ had a great deal better chance of gerting their money 

rom debtors: than at the present time. No advantage ac+ 
craed to-creditors by breaking a up man's home or buviness 
in three. or four days. Aw a consequence the accountant 





stepped. in, a petition in bankruptey was filed, and the 
creditor got an infinitesimal amount in the pound, whereag 
if time were allowed them, the debtors: took every oppor 
tunity of settliog with their creditors. The report also con 
tained the following paragraph :— suggested 
that pleadings should be abolished, but the council. are of 
opinion that, although there may be instanees: in. whieh 
pleadings could be. dispensed with, yet im the majority of 
contentious cases the result of not ascertaining, by means of 
pleadings, the issues to be tried, would be to increase greatly: 
the expense of preparing for trial.” He felt that they ought 
to be gratefal to the council for opposing any attempt to get! 
rid.of pleadings entirely; for solicitors could imagine what the. 
expense would be like if they had to go into court without: 
knowing what the plaintiff intended. to prove, or what. de- 
fence the defendant would set up. 

Mr. RicHarpson remarked that the report reflected great 
credit on the council for the. work done, and apon the seere- 
tary for the conciseness, clearness, and faloess with which 
it was compiled. With the greatest possible respect to the 
learned gentlemen. who delivered the lectures he could not 
help: thinking that it would be desirable for the council to 
consider whether it would not be advisable that they should. 
be delivered by solicitors rather than by gentlemen 
ing to the other branch of the profession. The great. objec 
tion he found to the lecturers was that they dealt. so: maeh 
with the theory of the law, at times: going into very minute 
details and the splitting of straws, and he was: of opinion 
that the students would be more usefully occupied in: listen 
ing to difsertations by gentlemen learned in the practice of 
the law-which they would have to follow, than: by 
the no doubt able observations of theorisers. He had joi 
the society more particularly because he thought it would 
issue certain rules for the guidance of its members, and he 
thought it would be well if the council would advise them on 
such matters as one that had recently come before him in 
the course of his practice, when a bill of sale was 
to him to attest which he found had not been 
asolicitor, and he had, therefore, declined to doso, Asre- 
garded the remuneration of solicitors the law appeared to be 
in a very unsettled condition, for the Act of 1870 simply 
stated that a client might agree in writing with # solicitor as 
tothe remuneration, but it did not say that a verbal: agree 
ment would be void. As a young practitioner he occasion 
ally went to the county courts, and he found thatche was 
expected to wear a wig and gown or else sit im-one'of the- 
back seats. This wasa trifling matter, but he would suggest 
to the council that it was worthy of some consideration by 
them. 

Mr. Hannarr cordially agreed with the speakers: who: 
had expressed their satisfaction with the repert, but with 
regard to the paragraph headed ‘‘ Taxation of Costs ander 
the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act,” which referred to the 
arbitration case of the Bristol Sanitary Authority and Mesars. 
Bush, some of the members were of opinion. that. the pro 
ceedings taken by the council were in favour of certaim 
practitioners, It appeared to be a matter im whic the- 
clients and the solicitors were personally concerned, and 
there seemed to be no reason why the council should take. 
it up and spend the money of the members in deciding a- 
question which was pertinent only to the parties. concerned. 
He would be: glad to know upon what principle the couneil 
had interfered in this case, and whether they were 
to take up every case in whietr solicitors thought they. were 
unjustly dealt with by the taxing masters. The chairmeg 
at aformer meeting had expressed am opinion that the 
society came off best in theie recent combest. with the 
Attorney-General. Many members, however, did notshare 
in this opinion, They did not thik thatall of the sugges 
tions made by the council were wise, and wereof opinion 
in baving to withdraw them the society had been made to: 
eat humble pie. 

Mr. Hemstry drew: attention to the fact that, in every 
committee which had been appointed for the purpose of cons 
sidering the question of legal reform or any other matter 
connected with the interests of the legal profession, the soli- 
tors were represented by about two of their number, whilst 
the bar would have, perhaps, some ten representatives. That 
was, to ® great extent, the solicitors’ own faak, and, as am 
illustration, he would refer to that part of the 
which said that Mr. Oavry’s seat upon the Council-of 
Law Reporting, which he bad resigned, bad beew filled ap 


.by Mr. Hollame, Why should they permit themselves te 
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have only two representatives whilst the bar had no less 
than thirteen ? The solicitors had reports of their own in 
the Soricrrors’ JourNaL and other legal publications, and 
what power would the two solicitors possess in the presence 
of the thirteen barristers ? He would be glad to know if 
the council had had under their consideration the subject of 
the accommodation of solicitors in waiting-rooms at the 
new Law Courts? In the chambers of Vice-Chancellor 
Hall there were two rooms for the accommodation of the 
bar on the first floor and one on the second, whilst there 
was only one room for solicitors, which was on the second 
floor. Considering that solicitors and their clerks were 
constantly attending before the judges, and that they were 
twenty times as numerous as barristers, better accommoda- 
tion ought to be provided. 

Mr. ParKer bad put a question three years ago to the 
then president as to whether the council could not make 
arrangements to hold the examination in some other place 
or building, so that the library might not be closed to the 
members every now and again. Or the council might find 
it convenient to hold the examination on several days, for 
there was no reason why the members of the society should 
beexcluded from the enjoyment of the library. At all times 
the students occupied the greater part of the library and of 
the books, and he looked upon this as a present and 
a greatly increasing evil which would be felt to a yet 
greater extent when the new Law Courts were opened, 
and a greater number of solicitors would be brought to the 
building, both in London and from the country. The 
students, as a body of strangers, had no right wltatever to 
turn the members out of their own library, and they were 

ually making it a study of their own, not merely com- 

ipg there to read the books to be found in the library, but 
bringing their own text-books and passing the day in read- 

ing them. This was not putting the library to its legitimate. 
use, and was very much to the inconvenience of the members 

who had occasion to resort to it. He would venture to sug- 

gest that it might be possible to exclude the students alto- 

gether from the library. There was an examination hall in 

the building in which they might be accommodated, and the 
library could then be retained for the enjoyment of the 
members. He believed that if the council were to consult 
Mr. Busk and the examiners they would find that the number 
of books used by the students would be about one hundred, 

and these could easily be supplied in the examination hall. 

Another cause of complaint was that the students made 
marks in the books occasionally, and damaged them in a 
way that ought not to be. It should he remembered that 
whilst the bar bad four good libraries, the solicitors of Eng- 
land had only one, and that was closed upon examination 
days, and at other times only one-third was open to them. 

The solicitors flung back upon the bar all suggestions of 
inferiority or want of dignity, and yet they did not possess a 
preper library. He would be glad to know whether the 
council would object to the appointment of a library com- 
mittee, with two of the outside members who really used the 
library and took an interest in it ? 

Mr. Joan Inpenmavr quite agreed that the closing of 
the library on examination days was a source of great dis- 
comfort to the members and their articled clerks. It was also 
most unnecessarily closed on days when dinners took place. 
He, however, altogether disagreed with the remarks which 
bad been made with respect to the students. A large part of 
the income of the society was derived from the students, and 
they were the only people who ever used the library in a 
grateful and usefal manner. The members visited it in a 
mere casual way, but many of the students derived the 

eatest advantage from it. They no doubt were in the 
abit of bringing their text-books to the library, but it was 
necessary for them to refer to reports and statutes which, as a 
matter of course, they would not have an opportunity of 
doing in their own chambers, His own experience as a 
student kad always been that, when 4 solicitor came into the 
library and required a book which was in the hends of 
a student, it was taken away frem the student and 
given to the member. There was an admirable idea in 
the report with respect to the remuneration of solicitors, which 
the council were of opinion should be “according to the skill, 
knowledge, and exertion which he employs in the business, 
and acco: ding to the im and his consequent respon- 
sibility, and not according to the time employed, the length 
of documents , or the number of letters or confer- 
ence,” He t bt this a mere idle formula, and that 
solicitors would never arrive at that period when they would 





be so remunerated. In his own experience the taxing masters 
were always inclined to consider the length of documents in 
their allowances, The present state of the taxing office was 
a scandal, especially in the Chancery Division. A few days 
since he had left a bill for taxation and had been told it 
was impossible to give an appointment until after the 
long vacation. He thought the council would be better 
occupied in considering such questions as these than in 
dealing with subjects which concerned the far future. 
With regard to the division of the two branches of the 
legal profession, he asserted that economy in procedure 
would never be accomplished until there was a fusion 
between the two branches, and he was sure that time 
would arrive, Although he congratulated the council 
upon the steps they had taken for facilitating the call 
of solicitors to the bar, yet he grieved when he saw that 
they considered the resolution which had been arrived at 
to be satisfactory. It was still necessary that solicitors 
should spend four terms and pass an examination, This 
was not a satisfactory termination of the question. 

Mr. J. A. Rose regretted the manner in which the 
books in the library were spoilt by the writing in them of 
insolent remarks by the students. He was opposed to 
rendering the access of solicitors to the bar so easy, and 
could not see any objection to the keeping of the four 
terms which was required. Did they wish that gentle- 
men should be solicitors one day, barristers the next, and 
solicitors again the day after, so that they would become 
perambulating nuisances? He could not agree in os 
the late Chief Baron of the Exchequer because he h 
smoothed the way for respectable solicitors’ clerks to 
become solicitors. Some of the best and most honourable 
solicitors he had ever met had risen from the lowest ranks 
of the profession, and he could not see why their course 
should not be facilitated. They certainly ought not to have 
any slur put upon them as was done in the report. Re- 
ferring to the encounter. which had taken place between 
the solicitors and the Attorney-General, in which the 
council, having the better case, had conducted it so mag- 
nificently that at the end they had to apologize, he said 
they had now transferred the quarrel from the barrister 
to his clerk, and were objecting to his fees. He had never 
heard a client say one word against the 2s. 6d. to be paid 
to the clerk, but had heard a good deal said against the 
guineas paid to the barrister. 

Mr, J. E. Fox expressed his satisfaction with the 
report, but observed that, as the society had permitted a 
Bill to pass enabling the barrister of five years’ standing, 
on being disbarred, and passing the soclety’s final examin- 
ation, to be {inrolled as a solicitor, should not be satisfied 
with a result which placed the solicitor at a greater disad- 
vantage. The council had prepared a Bill for the purpose 
of facilitating the call of solicitors to the bar, and the 
bar, wishing to prevent its passing, had effected a com- 
promise, by which a solicitor of not less than five years’ 
practice might, after keeping four terms, and having 
the bar final examination, be called to the bar. The report 
told them that ‘‘the council had hoped to get rid of the 
interval altogether, but with the uncertainty as to the result 
of their Bill in Parliament, they considered that it would be 
— to accept the resolution of the Inns of Court,” 

connection with this subject, there was a suggestion as 


to preliminary examination ; and, if the council accepted 
that resolution, all solicitors who had not passed the 
preliminary examination of the Incorporated Law Society, 
no matter how they might have been exempted from it, 
would be prevented from going to the bar, This was 
not ge or just, as many solicitors had passed the 


Oxford or Cambridge local examinations, and some 
had obtained degrees, whilst others had been exempted, 
and the solicitors ought to have equal advantages 
with the members of the bar. As ed the audience 
of solicitors, the Bankruptcy Act admitted that 
solicitors were qualified to have audience in the Bank- 
ruptcy Court, and, if this were the case in that court, 
why should they not be qualified to have audience in 
the other courts? He would observe, with regard to the 
library, that the bye-laws concerning it were not carried 
out. There was a bye-law that none but members should 
be admitted, and if this was not carried out in its 
entirety, at any rate the studen' ected to 
the further end of the li 

ment, ‘‘ That the report 

that part thereof which 
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the bar, this meeting being of opinion that the resolution 
of the Inns of Court should not be accepted, but that 
solicitors should have facilities for call to the bar equal to 
those already given to the members of the bar for 
admission to the roll of solicitors.” 

. F, MILuER seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Botton asked whether the suggestion that soli- 
citors who wished to go to the bar should be divided into 
two classes—those who had passed the preliminary exami- 
nation and those who had not—came from the council or 
from the Inns of Court? He asked this, not only in the 
interest of those solicitors who had obtained dispensing 
orders, but also of the senior members of the profession 
who had entered it before the institution of the preliminary 
examination. 

Mr. Mason said that the council had rather helped the 
barristers than the solicitors in their endeavours for several 
years. He urged that the solicitors should make greater 
use of the influence they possessed in the House of 
Commons and elsewhere. 

Mr. R. Topp spoke of the want of efficient arrangements 
for the distribution of stamps, due, as he believed, to some 
extent, to the fact that the commission at one time allowed 
to law stationers on their sale had been withdrawn. He gave 
an instance where he went to the county court at Wands- 
worth to file a petition in bankruptcy, and the £5 stamp 
which was necessary could not be procured nearer than 
London, where he was obliged to send a messenger, involv- 
ing a waste of a couple of hours. It was very desirable 
that this defect should be remedied. He asked why some 
arrangement could not be made for informing the solicitor 
when a judge would not attend at chambers? He had 
recently had a case in which, when he attended on the 
Saturday at chambers, he found that there was no judge, 
but a notice to the effect that summonses set down for 
hearing on that day would have precedence on the following 
Monday. If a solicitor’s time was to be wasted in this 
way, the client would naturally have to pay for it. 

Mr. Francis MILueEr said that there were many matters 
in the report which the members would like to have an 
opportunity of discussing, and a late hour had now been 
reached. He moved the adjournment of the meeting until 
the following Friday (yesterday). 

Mr. F, K, Munton seconded the motion, which was 
carried. 

A motion by Mr. M1LiErR, seconded by Mr. Krupp, 
that the hour of meeting be seven p.m. was proposed, to 
which an amendment by Mr. Topp was moved, and 
seconded by Mr. Parng, that the hour be two p.m. The 
amendment was carried, and was then adopted as a sub- 
stantive motion. 








OBITUARY. 


LORD HATHERLEY, 
The Right Hon. William Page Wood, Lord Hatherley, 
formerly Lord High Chancellor of England, died at his resi- 
dence, Great George-street, Westminster, on the 9th inst., in 


his eightieth year. Lord Hatherley was the second son of 
Alderman Sir Matthew Wood, who was twice Lord Mayor of 
London, and was created a baronet in 1837, his mother 
having been a daughter of Dr. John Page, of Woodbridge, 
Suffolk. He was born in 1801, and was educated at Win- 
chester. Having spent several months studying at Geneva, 
he proceeded to Trinity Collego, Cambridge, of which society 
he was successively scholar and fellow, and he graduated as 
twenty-fourth wrangler in 1824. Soon after taking his 
degree, he entered at Lincoln’s-inn, and was a pupil of the 
late Mr. Roupell (who was afterwards a master in chancery), 
and subsequently of Mr. Jobu Tyrrell, the well-known con- 
veyancer. He was called to the bar in 1827, and soon suc- 
ceeded in obtaining business, both as a conveyancer and as 
an equity draftsman, as well as before Parliamentary Qom.- 
mittees. In 1845, he received a silk gown from Lord Lynd- 
hurst, and he then selected for practice the Court of Vice- 
Chancellor Wizram, in which he speedily became one of the 
leaders, In 1849, he received from Lord Campbell, then 
Chancellor of the Duchy, the appointment of Vice-Chancellor 
of the County Palatine of Lancaster, which office he held for 
‘ouly two years. Mr. Wood's politics ‘were those of an 





advanced Liberal, although on such questions as the 
abolition of church rates, and marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister, his views differed from those of his 
party. At the general election of 1847 he was 
elected M.P. for the city of Oxford. He gave a 
steady support to the Government of Lord John Rassell, 
and in 1851, when Sir John Romilly became Master of the 
Rolls, and Sir Alexander Cockburn Attorney-General, he 

was appointed Solicitor-General, and received the honour of 
knighthood. His career as a law officer was, however, a 
very short one, for in February, 1852, he retired with his 

party. In the following Deceniber, on the formation of the 

Earl of Aberdeen’s Government, Lord Cranworth became 
Lord Chancellor, and Sir George Turner Lord Justice of 
Appeal, and Sir W. P. Wood was appointed a Vice-Cian- 

cellor. He held that office for over fifteen years, and 

achieved a very high judicial reputation, His judgments 

(which are to be found in ‘* Kay and Johnson,” “ Johnson 

and Hemming,” ‘‘ Hemming and Miller,” and the earlier 

volumes of the Law Reports) were very seldo.a reversed on 

appeal. He was a member of the Chancery Procedure 

Commission and the Cambridge University Commission, and 

he was also one of the arbitrators between her Majesty and 

the late King of Hanover in respect of the disputed claims 

to the Hanover Crown jewels. In February, 1868, on Lord 
Cairns becoming Lord Chancellor, Sir W. P. Wood received 
from his political opponents the appointment of Lord Justice 
of Appeal, and was sworn as a member of the Privy Coun- 
cil. The appointment gave very great satisfaction to the 
profession, and Sir Charles Selwyn, who had been appointed 
a lord justice a few weeks earlier, waived his right to pre- 

cedence. Sir W. P. Wood did not long occupy this office, 

for in the following December, on the formation of Mr. 
Gladstone’s first admiaistration, he accepted the Great Seal, 

and was raised to the peerage with the title of Baron 
Hatherley. He was a frequent speaker in the House of 
Lords when on the woolsack, for it became his duty to de- 
fend the provisions of the Irish Church and Land Bills, and 
the arrangements of the Alabama Treaty. Lord Hatherley 
was less successful as a legislator than asa judge. He passed 
the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 and the Judicial Committee 
Act of 1871, but he failed to carry a Judicature Bill, In 
October, 1872, in consequence of the weakness of his sight, 

he resigned the Great Seal to Lord Selborne, but he continued 
to be most conscientious in his attendance on the hearing of 
appeals in the House of Lords, He sat for the last time at 
the end of July, 1880, and at the commencement of the 
present session he intimated to Lord Selborne that he felt 
no longer equal to the performance of judicial duties. All 
his judgments were most carefully reasoned, although he 
erred on the side of diffuseness, and his style of expression 

was not a little involved; and it was often remarked 
that he owed much to the reporters. Lord Hatherley 

was a liberal supporter of the leading Church societies, and 

took an active part in charitable and religious undertakings 

in the city of Westminster. For many years he regularly 
taught in St. Margaret’s Sunday-schools, and he was one of 
the chief founders of the Westminster Free Library. He 
published, some years ago, a work on “ The Continuity of 
Scripture.” Lord Hatherley was married to a daughter of 
Major Edward Moore, but he became a widower in 1878. 
He leaves no family, and the title becomes extinct. 


MR, R. K. RODWELL. 

Mr. Robert Kedington Rodwell, barrister, of No. 7, New- 
square, Livcoln’s-inn, died very suddenly on Sanday, July 3, 
at his father’s house in Bury St. Edmunds, aged thirty-four 
years. He was the eldest son of Mr. Robert Rodwell of that 
town, and was educated at Bury School and Emmanuel College, 
Cambridge. After a distinguished university career he took 
his B.A. degree in 1869, being seventh in the first class of 
the classical tripos, seventeenth senior optime, and second 
Chancellor’s medallist. He was shortly afterwards elected to 
a fellowship at his college. He was called to the bar in 
Trinity Term, 1874, and practised as a conveyancer and 
equity draftsman, He was one of the commissioners 
chosen to represent his college at the sittings of the Cam- 
bridge University Commissioners, 
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PENDING LEGISLATION. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT 
AMENDMENT. 


A. Bill intituled An Act to amend the Supreme Court of 

Judicature Acts; and for other purposes. 

Whereas it is expedient to amend the constitution of her 
Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and to make further provision 
concerning the Supreme Court of Judicature and the officers 
thereof, and such other matters as are hereinafter mentioned: 

Be it enacted, &c. 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited as the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, Act 1881. 

2. Master of the Rolls to be Judge of Appeal only.] From 
and after the passing of this Act the present and every future 
Master of the Rolls shall cease to be a judge of her Majesty’s 
High Court of Justice, but shall continue by virtue of his 
office to be a judge of her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and 
shall retain the same rank, title, salary, right of pension, 
patronage, and powers of appointment or dismissal, and all other 
te privileges, and disqualifications now and heretofore 

longing to the said office of Master of the Rolls, and all 
other duties of the said office except that of a judge of her 
Majesty’s High Court of Justice : Provided that the present 
Master of the Rolls shall not by virtue of this Act be subject 
to any disqualification to which he is not by law now subject, 
nor shall be required to act under any commission of assize, 
Nisi Prius, oyer and terminer, or gaol delivery ; and the 
existing persona] officers of the Master of the Rolls shall 
continue to be attached to him and be under his authority, 
and to hold their respective offices upon the same tenure 
and in the same manner in all respects as if 
this Act had not passed: Provided also, that any 
Master of the Rolls to be hereafter appointed shal! 
be under an obligation to go circuits and to act as a com- 
missioner under Commissions of assize, or other commis- 
sions authorized to be issaed in pursuance of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1873, in the same manner in all 
respects as if he were a jadge of the High Court of 
Justice, : 

3. Eeisting vacancy in Court of Appeal not to be filled 
up.] The vacancy now existing among the ordinary judges 
of the said Court of Appeal shall not be filled up, and the 
_ = of ordinary jadges of that court shall henceforth 

ve. 


4. President of Probate Division to be an ex officio 
Judge of Court of Appeal.] The President for the time 
being of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division of 
the High Conrt of Justice shall henceforth be an ex officio 
judge of ber Majesty's Court of Appeal with tho same 
powers, and in the same manner in all respects as the other 
ex officio jadges thereof. 

5. Three puisne judges to sit in Court of Appeal] In 
addition to the ex officio judges and the ordinary jadges 
of the said Conrt of Appeal, thres of the puisne judges of 
the High Court of Jastice, to be selected annually as here- 
inafter provided, shall be jadges of the Court of Appeal 
with the same powers as the other judges thereof. For 
the purposes of this Act, every judge of the High Conrt, 
who is not an ex officio judge of the Court of Appeal, 
shall be deemed to be a puisne jadge of the said High 
Conrt, 

Sach three judges shall be selected in manner following; 
that is to say, on or before the fourth day of November next 
after the passing of this Act, and from time to time on or be- 
fore the same day in every succeeding year, the judges of the 
said High Court shall, by a majority of votes, nominate 
three of the puisne judges of the said High Court to serve 
in the Court of Appeal during the twelve months commenc- 
ing on such fourth day of November and ending on the 
third day of November then next ensuing. If, ia any case, 
the jndges present at any meeting held for the purpose of 
such selection are equally divided in the choice of any judge, 
the judge then present, who is senior in rank or precedence, 
shall have a second or casting vote. The choice of a judge to 

ll any occasional vacancy occurring during any current 
year by the death, resignation, or removal from office of an 
judge so selected, until the end of such current year, shall 
be made in like manner. 

Every judge so selected shall, notwithstanding his service 








in the Court of Appeal, continue to be and to act asa judge 
of the High Court of Justice, and shall be: capable.of per- 
forming and liable to perform all duties which he would: 
have been capable of performing and liable to perform, in 
pursuance of any Act of Parliament, law, or custom, if this. 
Act had not ed, and shall not be bound to give attend- 
ance in the rt of Appeal at any time when his presence- 
elsewhere is necessary for the due discharge of the business 
of the said High Court, or of any commission of assize, or of 
oyer and terminer or gaol delivery. 

The provisions of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act,. 
1875, section five, as to the temure of the office of judge 
shall not-apply. (so far: as. relates to the Court of Appeal 
to any judge so selected as aforesaid ; and the power for 
an additional judge or additional judges to attend in the 
Court of Appeal on the request of the Lord Chancellor, 
given by the same section of the last-mentioned Act, is 
hereby repealed. Section nineteen of the Appellate Jaris~. 
diction Act, 1876, shall apply to any judge of the Court of 
Appeal selected under this Act. 


6. New judge of High Court instead of Master of the Rolls.] 
It shall be lawfal for her Majesty to supply the vacancy 
in the High Court of Jastice, to be occasioned by the 
removal therefrom of the Master of the Rolls, by the ap- 
pointment, immediately after the passing of this Act, and 
from time to time afterwards, of a jadge, who shall be in 
the same position as if he had been appointed a puisne 
judge of the said High Court in pursuance of the Jadica- 
ture Acts, 1873 and 1875 ; and all the provisions of the 
Sapreme Court of Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, 
for the time being in force in relation to the 
qualification and appointment of puisne judges 
of the said High Court, and to their duties and tenure 
of office, and to their precedence, and to their salaries and 
pensions, and to the officers to be attached to the persons of 
such judges, and all other provisions relating to such puisne 
judges, or any of them, with the exception of such provisions 
as apply to existing judges only, shall apply to the 
judge appointed in pursuance of this section, in the same 
manner as they apply to the other puisne judges of the said 
High Court respectively. The judge so appointed shall be 
atcached to the Chancery Division of the said High Court, 
subject to sach power of transfer as is in the Supreme Court 
of Judicaturé Act, 1873, mentioned. 

7. Judge under Judicature Act, 1877.] The power given to 
her Majesty by the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1877, 
to appoint a judge of the High Court of Justice in addition 
to the number of judges authorized to be appointed by the 
Snpreme Court of Juaicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, may be 
exercised by her Majesty from time to time, so asat all timesto 
make due provision for the business of the Chancery Division 
of the High Court of Justice: Provided that no such ap- 
pointment shall be made unless or until the number of judges 
attached for the time being to the Chancery Division of the 
High Court, other than the Lord Chancellor, is, by death, 
resignation, or otherwise, reduced below five. 

8. Rolls Court Chambers and clerks, &c.| The Lord 
Chancellor shall have power by order under his hand to direct 
that the court and chambers heretofore used by the Master 
of the Rolls as a judge of tae Chancery Division of the 
High Court of Justice, shall (so long as may be necessary or 
convenient) be used by such judge of the said Chancery 
Division of the said High Court as shall be in any such 
order in that behalf named ; and the chief and other clerks, 
and other officers, heretofore attached to the said court and 
chambers respectively, shall (subject to.any rules or orders 
of court) be and continue attached to the judge to be 
named in any such order, and, after such court and cham- 
bers shall have ceased to be so used, to the judge to whom 
the business previously transacted in such court and cham- 
bers respectively shall be for the time being assigned. 

9. Title of Justices.| And whereas it is expedient to amend 
section four of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1877: 
Be it enacted that the exception of Presidents of divisions 
from the enactment that the judges of the High Court of 
Justice shall be styled justices of the High Court shall not 
apply to any judge to be hereafter appointed who may be or 
become President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division of the High Court of Justice, 

10, Appeals under Divorce Act.) All appeals which, under 
section filty-five of the Act of the twentieth and twenty- 
first years of her present Majesty, chapter eighty-five, or 
under any other Act, might be brought to 


full. court. 
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established by the said first-mentioned Act, shall henceforth 
be brought to her Majesty’s Court of Appeal and not to the 
said full court, and the decision thereon of the said Court. of 
Appeal shall be final, except in those cases in which it is by 
the same or any other Act provided that an appeal shall lie 
from a decision of the said fall court to the House of Lords, 
in which cuses an appeal shall lie, in the same manner and 
under the same conditions, from her Majesty’s Court of 

Appeal to the House of Lords, 

11, Apveal against decrees nisi for dissolution or nullity of 
marriage.] Any party dissatisfied with a decree wisi for dis- 
solution or nullity of marriage pronounced under the Acts 
relating to divorce and matrimonial causes in England. shall 
henceforth have the same right of appeal against such 
decree, within the same time and subject to the same con- 
ditions, as is given by the Divorce Amendment Act, 1868, 
toa party dissatisfied with the final decision of the court on 
a petition for dissolution or nullity of marriage; and no 
appeal from an order absolute for such dissolatioa or nullity 
shall henceforth lie in favour of any party who, having had 
time and opportunity under this Act to appeal from the 
decree «ist on which such order may be founded, shall not 
have appealed therefrom. 

12. Qualifications of judges to sit on appeals.| A judge 
who was not present and acting as a member of a divi- 
sional court of the High Court of Justice, at the time when 
any decision which may be appealed from was made, or at 
the argument of the case desided, shall not, for the purposes 
of the fourth section of the Supreme Court of Jadicatnre 
Act, 1875, be deemed to be, or to have been, a member of 
such divisional court. 

13. Selection of judges for trial of election petitions.| The 
jadges to be placed on the rota for the trial of election 
petitions in England in each year, under the provisions of 
the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, or any Act amending 
the same, shall h forth be selected out of the judges of 
the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Coart of Justice in 
such manner as may be provided by any Rules of Court to 
be made for that purpose; and, subject thereto, shall be 
selected as follows; (that is to say,) the judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division of the said High Court shall, on or 
before the fourth day of November in every year, select, by 
a majority of votes, three of the puisne judges of such 
division (none of whom shall be a member of the House of 
Lords) to be placed on the rota for the trial of election 
petitions during the ensuing year. 

If in avy case the judges of the said division, present 
at the time of their meeting to make such selection, are 
equally divided in their choice of any judge to be placed on 
the rota, the Lord Chief Justice of England, or in case of 
his absence, the senior judge then present, shall have a 
second or casting vote. 

The choice of a judge to fill any occasional vacancy upon 
the rota, or to assist the judge on the rota as an additional 
judge, shall be made in like manner. 

The jadges, who at the time of the passing of this Act 
shall be upon the rota for the trial of election petitions, 
shall continue upon such rota until the end of the year 
for which they have been appointed, in the same manner 
as if this Act had not passed. 

14. Jurisdiction of High Court in registration and election 
cases.] The jurisdiction of the High Court of Justice to 
decide questions of law, upon appeal or otherwise, under 
the Act of the sixth and seventh years of her Majesty, 
chapter eighteen, the County Votera Registration Act, 
1865, the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, the Corrapt 
Practices (Manicipal Elections) Act, 1872, the Parlia- 
mentary and Municipal Registration Act, 1878, or any of 
the said Acts, or any Act amending the same respeotively, 
shall henceforth be final and conolasive, unless in any 
Case it shall seem fit to the said High Court to give special 
leave to appeal therefrom to her Majesty's Court of 
Appeal, whose decision in such case shall be final and 
conclusive. 

15. Eatension of Winter Assizes Act of 1876 to all as- 
sizes.) The Winter Assizes Act, 1876, shall henceforth extend 
to all assizes to be held at any time of the year, and to every 
Session of oyer and terminer and gaol delivery to be held 
for the Central Criminal Court district at any time of the 
year, in the same manuer as if the word “ wioter” 
Were omitted from the said Act, and as if the months 





The Winter Assizzs Act, 1877, and section 2 of the 
Spring Assizes Act, 1879, are hereby repealed, with- 
out prejudice to anything done in pursuance of enact- 
ments. ; 

16. Presentation and swearing of Lord Mayor of London.}, 
The proceedings for the ordaining or nominating of i 
directed by an Act passed in the fourteenth year of Ki 
Edward the First, intituled ‘‘How long a Sheriff shal 
tarry in his Office,” and by another Act passed in the 
twenty-fourth year of King George the Second, intituled 
“An Act for the abbreviation of Michaelmas Term,” 
to take place at the Exchequer, shall henceforth in every 
year take place in the Queen’s Bench Division of the High 
Court of Justice, at the same time and in the same 
manner as hath been heretofore accustomed in the Court of 
Exchequer. 

17. Proceedings with regard to nomination of sheriffs.] 
The preseutation and swearing of the Lord Mayor of the 
city of London, which has heretofore taken place in the 
Court of Exchequer at Westminster after every annual 
election into that office, pursuant to charters granted by 
her Majesty’s Royal Predecessors to the citizens of Lon- 
don, and to the hereinbefore recited Act of King George 
the Second, shall henceforth take place in the Queen’s 
Bench Division of her Majesty’s High Court of Justice, or 
before the judges of that division, at the same time and 
in the same manner as hath been heretofore accustomed in 
the Court of Exchequer. 

18. As to fixing Sessions of Central Criminal Court.}, 
The power of making general orders for fixing the times 
of holding sessions of the Central Criminal Court estab- 
lished by the Act of the fourth and fifth years of King 
William the Fourth, chapter thirty-six, which by section 
fifteen of that Act was given to any eight or more of the 
jadges of the Saperior Courts at Westminster, may 
henceforth be exercised from time to time by any four or 
more of the judges of her Majesty’s High Court of Jus- 
tice. 

19. Power to make rules under Appellate Jurisdiction 
Act, 1876.] The power of making Rules of Court, con- 
erred by eection seventeen of the Appellate Jarisdiction 
Act, 1876, upon the several jadges therein mentioned, 
shall henceforth be vested in and exercised by any five or 
more of the following persons, of whom the Lord Chan- 
cellor shall be one ; namely, the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the 
President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divi- 
sion of the High Court of Justice, and four other jadges 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature to be from time to 
time appointed for the purpose by the Lord Chancellor in 
writing under his hand, such appointment to continue for 
such time as shall be specified therein. 

20. The power and right of filling any vacancy in the 
office of master of the Supreme Court, or in any clerkship 
in the Central Office by section nine of the Sapreme- 
Court of Jadicature (Officers’) Act, 1879, vested, subject 
ag therein mentioned, in the Lord Chief Jastioe of Eag- 
land, the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Jastice of 
the Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the 
Exchequer, in rotation and in such order as they, by 

agreement among themselves, might determine, shall bence- 
forth be vested, subject as in the same Act mentioned,. 
in the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of Eag- 
land, and the Master of the Rolls in rotation or in such 
order or manner as they by agreement among themselves 
may determine: Provided, that if any master or prin-- 
cipal officer, whose duties for the time being may have 
relation solely or chiefly to the Queen’s Bench Division of 
the High Cturt of Jastice, shall be appeinted by. the 
Lord Uhbancellor or the Master of the Rolls, sagh appoint- 
ment shall be made with the concurrence of the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, and if any such masteror prin- 
cipal officer, whose daties for the time being may have: 
have relation solely or chiefly to the Chancery Division 
of the said High Court, shall be appointed by the Lord 
Chief Justice of Hogland, such appointment shall be made 
with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor or the Master 


of the Rolls, 


21. Hetension of section 14 of the Courts of Justice 
sa and Funds) Act, 1869.} The provisions of section 
‘ourteen of the Courts of Justice (Salaries and Funds) Act, 





of November, December, or January were not mentioned 





1869, shall henceforth be applicable to all officers of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature in the came manner and? 
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~subject to the same conditions as is thereby enacted con- 
cerning the officers in the Courts of Chancery, Bankruptcy, 
sand Admiralty : Provided always, that any order to be made 
by the Treasury as to any officers not heretofore included 
within that section of the said Act shall be made with the 
~ concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, and also in the case of 
-officers who are appointed by any other persons or person 
~ than the Lord Chancellor either solely or jointly with the 
‘Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the persons 
~Or person having such power of appointment: Provided 
- also, that no order made under this Act which would not 
have been heretofore authorized by the said section or other- 
wise by law shall without his consent apply to any officer 
— any Office at the time of the commencement of this 
ct. 

22. Notice of vacancies in offices of Supreme Court.] 

‘Upon the occurrence henceforth of any vacancy in any office 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature notice thereof shall be 
forthwith given to the Lord Chancelior and also to the 
Treasury by the senior continuing or surviving officer of the 
department in which the vacancy shall occur, and no ap- 
pointment shall be made to fill such vacancy within the 
period of one month next after the date of such notice 
without the assent of the Lord Chancellor, given with the 
concurrence of the Treasury; and the Lord Chancellor may, 
if it be necessary, make provision in such manner as he 

~ thinks fit in the temporary discharge in the meantime of 
the duties of such office. The word “officer” in this Act 
shall not include the cffice of any judge of the Supreme 
Court of Judicatare. 

23. Appointment of district registrars.] And whereas by 
the Judicature Acts, 1873, 1875, and 1877, and the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, no pro- 
vision is made as to the manner of appointing district 
tegistrars of the High Court of Justice: Be it enacted, that 
such district registrars chall be appointed by the Lord 

-hbancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury. 

24. Appointments to keep order, &c., in Royal Courts of 
Justice.| The Lord Chancellor may from time to time, with 
the concurrence of the Treasury, make regulations with 
respect to— 

(a.) The appointment, removal, payment, and duties of 
persons to keep order in the Royal Courts of Justice, 
provided that no such regulation shall affect any right 
of appointmeut enjoyed by any person at the time of 
-~ commencement of this Act, without his consent 
thereso: 

{%.) The appointment, removal, payment, and duties of 
rsons charged with the care and cleaning of the 
oyal Courts of Justice : 

{c.) Any other matters neceseary or incidental to the use 

or management of the Royal Courts of Justice. 

Any remuneration payable under this section shall be paid 
out of money voted by Parliament. 

25. Powers as to solicitors,| The powers by an Act passed 
jn the session of the sixth and seventh years of her present 
Majesty, intitaled “‘ An Act for consolidating and amending 
several of the Laws relating to Attornies and Solicitors prac- 
tising in Eagland and Wale,” and by section fourteen of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875, respectively 
given to and vested in the Lord Chief Justice of the Court of 
» Queen’s Bench, the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice 
of the Court of Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the 
Court of Exchequer, or any three of them of whom the Master 
of the Rolls shail be one, shall henceforth be vested in the 
Master of the Rolls, with the concurrence of the Lord Chan- 
cellor and the Lord Chief Justice of England, or (in case of 
difference) of one of them. Provision may be made by the like 
authority for the care and custody of the Roll of Solicitors 
after the abolition of the office of Clerk of the Petty Bag. 

2%. Chief Justice of England to have powers of Chief Justice 
of Common Pleas and Chief Baron of the Exchequer.) Where 
by any statute any power is given to or any actis required 
or authorized to be done by the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas and the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer 
or either of them, either solely or jointly, with the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Qaeen’s Bench or the Lord Chief Justice 
of Eogland, such power may henceforth be exercised and 
such act done by the Lord Chief Justice of England only ; 
- ai where by any statute the concurrence of the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas and the Lord Chief Baron 
-A the Exchequer, or either of them, is required for the 
exercise of any power, or the performance of avy act, it shall 





be sufficient henceforth that the Lord Chief Justice of 


England shall concur therein. 

27. Commissioners for acknowledgments by married 
women.] And whereas under the Act of the third and fourth 
years of King William the Fourth, chapter seventy-four, the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas was em- 
powered to appoiat such proper persons as he should think 
fit to be 6, mee commissioners for taking the acknow- 
ledgments by married women of deeds to be executed by 
them as in the same Act provided, and such commissioners 
were made removable by and at the pleasure of the said Lord 
Chief Justice ; and by divers subsequent Acts provision was 
made for further and other duties to be performed by sach 
commissioners : And whereas the present Lord Chief Justice 
of England was before and down to the time of his appoint. 
ment to that office Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 
and after his appointment to be Lord Chief Justice of England 
no other person was appointed to be Lord Chief Justice of 
the Common'Pleas, and that office has since been abolished : 
Be it enacted and declared, thar every appointment of any 
person to be a commissioner for taking such acknowledgments 
and performing such other duties as aforesaid, and every order 
for the removal of avy person from such office of commis- 
sioner, which shall have been made by the present Lord 
Chief Justice of England at any time since his appoint- 
ment to that office, shall be and be deemed to have been 
valid and effectual in the law, to all intents and purposes 
whatsoever, in the same manner as if it had been made 
by a Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas before the 
abolition of that office. 

28. Powers to make rules for practice of 
county courts.] And whereas it is expedient that the 
jurisdiction of county courts should be exercised as 
far as conveniently may be in a manner similar to that of the 
High Court in the like cases, and doubts have arisen as to 
the extent of the powers of making rules and orders for re- 
gulating the practice of county courts contained in the Act 
of the nineteenth and twentieth years of her present Majesty, 
chapter one hundred and eight, which doubts it is expedient 
to remove : Be it enacted, that the power of making rules 
and orders for regulating the practice of county courts con- 
tained in section two of the said last-mentioned Act ehall be 
deemed to extend to all matters of procedure or practice, or 
relating to or concerning the effect or operation in law of 
any procedure or practice, in any cases within the cogni- 
zance of county courts, as to which rules of court hive been 
or might lawfully b2 made by or under the provisions of the 
Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875, and the Appellate Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1876, for cases within the cognizance of her 
Majesty’s High Court of Justice ; and any rales heretofore 
made under the provisions of the said first-mentioned Act, 
in the manner and with the concurresce thereby required, as 
to any such matters as aforesaid, shall be deemed to bs and 
to sg been to all intents and purposes valid and effectual 
in law. 


—— 





LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 7.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Statute Law Revision and Civil Procedure, Petroleum 
(Hawking), 





BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 

Local Governmest Provisional Orders (Acton, &0.), 
Elemectary Edacation Provisional Order Oonfirmation 
(London), Tramways Orders Confirmation (No.1), Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No, 3), Pier and Harbour 
Orders Confirmation. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Paivate Birts.—Swiedon aud Cheltenham Hxtension 
Railway, Rotherham, Parkgate, and Rawmarsh Street 
Tramways, Gravesend Railway. 

Veterinary Surgeons. % 

JULY 8.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Wild Birds Protection Act (1880) Amendment, Tooum- 
bents of Benefices Loans Extension, Siatate Law Revision 
and Civil Procedure, Petroleum ((Muwking). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Puivare BiL1s.—Manafactarers and Millowners’ Matual 
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Aid Association, St. John’s Hospital, Bedford, Exeter 
Tramways, Reading Corporation, Midland Railway, Leeds 
Tramways. 
JULY 11.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private B1tLs.—Edmonton Local Board, Great Northern 
Railway, London and North-Western Railway (Additional 
Powers), Swanage Railway, Potteries, Shrewsbury, and 
North Wales Railway, Lea Bridge, Leyton, and Waltham- 
stow Tramways. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
JULY 7.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitt.—Greene’s Patent. 

JULY 8.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to make Provision with respect to the Navigation of 
the Solent between the Isle of Wight and the Mainland, 
in the County of Hants (Mr, Ashley). 

JULY 11.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bit1ts,—Ellor Trust Estates, Red Castle and 
Tarradale Hatates. 

Regulation of the Forces, Turnpike Acts Continuance. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—King’s Lynn Dock, Stockton Bridge. 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 

Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices). 

JULY 13.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitt.—Ear! of Hardwicke’s Estate. 

BILL WITHDRAWN. 


Pablic-h (Closing on Sanday). 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Georcz James Wittiams ANDREWS, solicitor, of 
Dorchester and Cerne Abbas, has been appointed Clerk to the 
County Magistrates for the Cerne Division, in succession to 
his father, the late Mr. George James Andrews. Mr. Andrews, 
jon., was admitted a solicitor in 1876, and is in partnership 
with Mr. Henry Anthony Huxtable, 

Mr. Sypney Baxter Bennett, solicitor, of 1, King’s 
Arms-yarG, bas been appointd a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Mr. Witt1am JamEs Cook, solicitor (of the firm of 
Tate & Cook), ot Scarborough, has been appointed a Commis- 
= to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judica- 
jure. 

Mr. W. B. Craven, solicitor, of 6, East-parade, Leeds, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner to take the Ac- 
knowledgments of Married Women, 

Mr, Guartes Cranipce Drvce, solicitor (of the firm of 
Druce & Jackson), of 10, Billiter-square, vice-president of 
the Incorporated Law Society, has been elected President 
of that society for the ensuing year. Mr. Druce is the 
eldest son of the late Mr, Charles Druce, solicitor, and he 
was admitted a solicitor in 1843. 

Mr. Joun Ricuarp Hoxmes, solicitor (Battye & Holmes), 
of Birstal, near Leeds, has been appointed Clerk to the Drigh- 
lington Local Board, 

Mr, Rosert Nicuorson, solicitor, of Morpeth, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Newbiggin Local Board. Mr. 

icholson was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Ricoarp CuariEs Oxprietp, of the Bengal Civil 
Service, has been appointed Judge of the High Court of 
Judicature for the North-West Provinces of India, on the 
Tesignation of Mr. Justice Pearson. 


Mr. Tuomas Parnes, solicitor (of the firm of Paines, 
Layton, & Pollock), of Gresham House, has been elected 
Vice-President of the Incorporated Law Society for the 
ensuing year, Mr. Paine was admitted a golicitor in 
1844, Hig firm are solicitors tothe North London Railway 
Oompany, 

Mr, Antnur Pearce, solicitor (of the firm of Pearce & 

), of Portemouth, Portsea, and Southsea, has been 
spprinied a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
apreme Court of Judicature, 


a 


of the firm of Sanderson & Holland, 46, Queen Victoria-street,, . 
London, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Mr. Wageen WittiamMs AnrowsMira Tees, solicitor, of 
Worcester, has been appointed Under Sheriff of that city, 
in succession to Mr. Harry Caldicott, deceased. Mr. 
Tree is an LL.B. of the University of London. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1876, and is in partnership with 
his father, Mr. John Tree. 

Mr. Tomas Georce Vickery, solicitor, of Church— 
court-chambers, Old Jewry, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Conrt of 
Jadicature. 

Mr. Tuomas WitliaM WELFoRD, janior, solicitor, of 
Hexham and Consett, has been appointed Clerk to the Con- 
sett Local Board. Mr. Welford is the son of Mr. 
Thomas William Welford. He was admitted a solici-- 
tor in 1871, and is in pertnership with his father. 


Mr. Wiiutam OTTER WoopHaLt, solicitor, of Scarborough, . 
has bsen appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for that 
borough, in succession to Mr. William Edward Woodhall, 
deceased. Mr. W. O. Woodhall was admitted a solicitor 
in 1850. 


eee 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 

Mattuew Bateson Woop, JosHva Samus Hircacock . 
Arxinson, and Ropert Woop WItxIAMs0x, solicitors, 19, 
Brasenose-street, Manchester (Wood, Atkinson, & William- 
son), so far as regards the said J. S. H. Atkinson. 
July 5. The said M. Bateson Wood and Robert W,. Wil-- 
liamson will continue to carry on the business under the style 
of Wood & Williamson. 

[ Gazette, July 8, 1881.] 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Srock CompPaniss. 
Lrurrep rv CHANCERY. 


Exxcrrtc Weitine Company, Lruatrep.—The M.R. has fixed ae 
18, at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an offici 
liquidator. 
Mrptanp Lanp anv InvestwEeyt Corporation, Luurrep.—Petition 
for winding up, presented July 6, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on July 16. Ingram and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors. 
for the petitioner. 
Parent Avromatic Kwyrrrmive Macurrs Compayy, Lurrep. — 
Petition for winding up, presented July 5, directed to be heand 
before the M.R. on July 16, Cox, Salters’ Hall ct, solicitor for the 
petitioners, 
Rye Vatx Distritertes Company, Lu«rrsp.—By an order made 

by V.C. Hall, dated July 2, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Ellen, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioners. 
Sr. Pavu’s Propristary Cottsex, Luocrrsp.—Petition for winding 
up, presented July 7, directed to be heard before the M.R. on July 
16, Bolton and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Paige and Co, 
Redruth, Cornwall, solicitors for the petitioner. 

[ Gazette, July 8.) 

Army anp Navy Provistoy Marxet.—Petition for windi we 

presented July 11, directed to be heard before Fry, J., on July 2 
Btokes, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Fastwrpes, R. B., Luarrap. By an order made by the M.R., dated 


July 2, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up be con- 
tinued, Hindson and Co, Moorgate st, solicitors the peti- 
tioners 

Lonpon anp Parts Dresss anp Mrttrysry Assoctatroy, 


Lrurtrp.—By an order made by the M.R, dated Jay 7, it was 
ordered that the above association be wound up, Harrisons, 
Fowkes bldgs, solicitors for the petitioner 
Manvuractursrs’ Fins Insurance Company, Lrurrep.—By an 
‘order made by Fry, J., dated June 30, it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Wynne and a lane, 
agents for Brabner and Court, Liverpool, solicitors for the 
titioner 
Néara.Wastaax Rartwar oF Monts Vioro Company, Lotrrep, 
—By anorder made by the M.R, dated July 2, it was ordered that 
the voluntary winding up of the above company be continued, 
Darley and Cumberland, John st, Bedford row, solicitors for the 
tioners 
On.uwyn any Dutars Conarmmay Company, Liureso.—By an onier 
made by Hall, V.C., dated July 5, it was ordered that the com- 
ny be wound up. Ditton, Lronmonger lane, solicitor for the pe- 
itioners 
Patant Exawen Avveatistre Comwrayy, Locreep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 7, directed to be heard before Hall, . 
V.C,, on July 2. _ Harte Bagot, Moorgate st, solicitor for the pe- 





Mr, Ouantes Sanpersoy, solicitor (formerly of Calcutta), 





titioners 
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Tames “Havey, Petition 
ted July 8, directed to be heard before Bacon, 
vc. pe es ‘West and Cannonst, solicitors for the peti- 


Scorce Bawx, Lautrzep—Order made by Bacon, V.C., dated July 2, 
it was ordered sey tamed oon be wound up. Bradley, Mark 
‘ane, solicitor for th e petitioner 
Yerscepwrx Company, Liuirep. — Petition for windin 
ted July 11, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on J 
Eo. Freshfields Freshfields and Williams, Bank ‘bldgs, sg + teenage ms 
tioners. Gazette, July 
Fatenpty Socreries fididaten 
i Farerpty Socrery, Bell Inn, Tanworth, Warwick. 
5 


[ Gazette, July 12.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 

Brep, Watters Rupatt, Change alley, Stockbroker. Aug 6. Tafft 
v Bird, V.C. Hall. ‘Shirreff, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Bowex, ==. Landough, a et Esq. Aug6. Bowen v 

Birch, V -C. Hall, Morris and Son. 
Day, Epwarp, Durham, Gent. Aug 1. Day v Batty, V.C. Hall 
Marshall, Durham 


Exuts, Exizazern, Bath. Aug 1. Simmons v Collison, V.C. Hall. | 


Hargreaves, Staple inn, Holborn 

FisHer, bee Lisson grove North, Cab Proprietor. Bigg 25. 
Fisher v Broad, Fry, J. Saxton, Somerset-st, Portman 

Harrie. rin oS Cambridge. July 20. Wilkineon v Teas- 
dale, V.C. Bacon tehead, Cambridge 

Jores, THOMAS, ico, Hereford. July 25. Ricketts v Jones, 
Fry, J. Cave, Bromyard 

“Mrecue.t, Wiex1am, Hereford rd, Bayswater, Licensed Victualler. 
July 29. Mitchell vy Hayman, M.R. Toovey, Orchard st, Port- 
man 


sq 
Moreax, Davin, Morriston, Glamorgan. July 30. Morgan Vv 
Francis, Fry, J. Williams, Swansea 
Perkins, Catoertne CavenpisH, Aberech, Carnarvon. July 30. 
Jones vy Humphreys, V.C. Hall. Breese and Co, Pwllheli, Carnar- 
von 
Rayuent, Gzorce Hewry, Brompton rd, Corn Merchant. July 27. 
Rayment v Rayment, V.C. Bacon. Emmott, Jermyn st 
Txomsoy, Jonyx, Wilmot cottages, Camden New Town, Gent. July 
30. Thomson ¥ Milward, Fry, J. Shaen, Bedford row 
Tucty, James, South Shield, Ship Surveyor. July 21. Tully v 
Walker, V.C. Hall. Wawn ‘and Smith, South Shields 
(Gazette, July 1.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 
LAST DAY OF CUAIM. 
AtpsEr, Jony, Chisledon, Wilts, Innkeeper. Augl12. Copleston 
‘Townsend, Swindon 
Breve, Beran, Holderness, York, Farmer. Augl. Watson and 


Son, Hull 
Berrox, Jouyx, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Aug 2. Cartwright, 
Nottingham 


— Depiey Frank, Ladbroke groverd. Aug3l. Burroughs 
Bisdee, Forest Hill 
our, Joux, Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. Aug 9. Clarke and Co, 


Gore, Mary Awn, High st, Notting hill July 30. Tatton, Lower 
Phillimore pl, Kensington 

Corx watt, ~~ cima Alban’s rd, Kensington, July 15. Newton, 
Mecklenberg st 


Dertzver, Joux, Knottingley, York, Vessel Owner. Aug 1. Carter 
and Atkinson, Pontefract 

Diesy, Arun, ee | Kent, Solicitor. Oct 1. Digby and 

mn me W: Warwick, E: 

INGTON HARLES, oantngoen, arw' ngineer. Aug 2. 

Kilby and Mace, Banbury 7 1% i 

FPasxinesax, Hexey, York, Currier. July 15. Oobb, York 

ae. James, Halifax, Gent. Augil. Ingram and Huntriss, 

ax 

“Guaagp, Sawver Fear, Clifton, Bristol, Rope Manufacturer, Aug 
1, Benson and Carpenter, Bristol 

Hawt, Joux, Embieton, Northumberland, Labourer. Aug 24, 
Hindmarsh, A’ k 


erry, Many Aw, Inverness terrace, Bayswater. Augl5. De 
Jersey and Co, Gresham st 
Sree, Jesse, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. Augé6, Brittan and Co, 


‘Lex, Peawces Exrzanern, Bridlington Quay, York, Gentlewoman. 
Ang 1, Holden and Co, Kingston upon Hull 

Lez, pianeonme. as Quay, aie Gentlewoman. Ang 1. 
Holden and Co, Kingston upon 

pen et Micuam, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent, Aug 9. Clarke 

Le Marv, Josnvs, Templeton rd, Highbury Vale, Pa Dealer. 
Aug 15. Stuart, Gra: "6 inn 64 ve. < wi 

Laveewone, Tuomas, Swaffham Bualbeck, Cambridge, Farmer. Oct 
1. Palmby, Swaffham Prior 

Mesexworn, Jawes, Bonhams, Neatham, Southampton, Yeoman. 
Aug i. Potter, Farnham 

"tok fase mr es 


Naseee' ‘ne davon Shaw, + Gourneyman Said) Aug 3, 
Jackson, Rochdale is a 


riaee, York, Stonemason. Ang 9. 


| eae SAREE Tene, Sept 29. Challinor 


Se been d a _ Lancaster, Cotton Spimmer. Aug 20. 


and Co, 
Srovo.p, heehee —werweal Surrey, Gent. Augi1. Potter, Farnham 
ee Txomas Tupor, Orchard orman'sy, Rear-Adtiral in 
the Royal Navy. Ang 31. Devt, Dorcuairea, Portland pl 


r | Sena oy Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Gent. .Aug1. Tozer 
— Saxvat, Halifax. Esq. Augl. Emmet and Walker, 


| Gazette, July 5.] 

Autyurt, Joun, Charles st. Berkeley sq, Esq. Aug 8. Norton and 
Co, Victoria st, Westminste 

aaa Ans Ha — Penzance, Cornwall. Ang 22, Trythall 

Broox Booman, Lower Sydenham, Kent, Gent. Aug 1. Milnes 
and Swift, uddersfield 

CanE, seam aes rd, ape Licensed Victualler. Aug 16, 
Flavell and Bowman, Bedford ro 

Carr, Cuartes, Bardsey with Rigton, York, Farmer. Aug 5. 
Tennant and Barret, Leeds 

Comyn, SaMuEL, Prestonville, Brighton, Barrister at Law. Augl, 
Mowry —f and Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Coomss, WILLIAM Courer, Norton St. Philip, Somerset, Yeoman, 

Aug 13. Cowdry, Bath 

Fraser, JAMES, faylands Hornchurch, Essex, Farmer. Aug 1. 
Mary Fraser, Maylands, ornchurch 

Furness, Jonny THomas, Atherstone, Warwick, Hat Manufacturer. 
Aug 15. Fowke, Birmingham 

Gresens, Mary, Merrow, nr Guildford, Aug 18. Van Tromp, 
Essex st. Strand 

Hosss, Cuarnzs, East Brent,, Somerset. Yeoman, Sept 1. Rus- 
combe Poole and Son, Bridgwater 

KeEnnepy, E1zasetu, Windsor, Berks. July 31. Durant, Windsor 

Krrsy, Amos, Scarborough, Yorkshire, Provision Merchant. July 

. Calvert and Fowler, pr resi 

Lock, WiLtiam, Worthing, Sussex, Gent. Aug 15. Jamieson 
Danes inn, Strand 

Luptam, Henry, Piccadilly, St James’s, Hosier. Miller and Son, 
Savile row 

Mestse, SRA, Chesterfield, Derby. Aug 10. Rodgers and Co, 
Sheffie 

Parsury, Georer, Thornbury, Caterham, Surrey, Merchant. Aug 
31. Ochme and Summerhays, Gresham house, Old Broad st 

Parry, Epwarp, New Bridge st, Blackfriars, Merchant. Aug 1. 
Day and Cather, raed ah ein st, Blackfriars 

Powstt, Ayr, recon. July 30. Thomas, Brecon 

Roppa, Joun mes a Gentral Meat Market, Meat Salesman. 
Aug 14. Wilson, Bedford row 

Sanperson, Enwarp Henry, West —— Sussex. Sept 1. 
Walker and Co, Southam st, Bloomsbury 

Suerriexp, Isaac, Stratford pl, Oxford st, Dentist. Sept1. Scott, 
King William st 

Smiru, Cuartes, Woodstock rd, Hornsey, Builder. Aug 16. Boul- 
ton-and Co, Northampton 8q, Clerkenwell 


| Srarrorp, Saran Wuittrveton, Denman rd, Camberwell. Aug 11. 


Rodgers, Walbrook 
i ~ oo Rozert, Glossop, Derby, Butcher. Aug 30. Hibbert, 


wie Gores, St Cuthbert, Wells, Somerset. Feb 2. Garrod and 
Harris, Weils 
Wess, Wirtiam, Silwood st, Rotherhithe, Builder. Aug 5. Still 
and Son, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Wetts, Emma, Manningham, York. Augi. Gardiner and Jeffery 
Bradford 
Wricut, Cuartrs, Melton rate A Leicester, Farmer. Aug 30, 
Oldham and Marsh, Melton Mowbra; 
Wrient, THomas, Lutheran pl, , Upper Palse. hill, Coachmaker. Aug 
5. Watson, Southampton ldgs, Chancery lane 
[| Gazette, July 8.] 
Buamey, Louisa, Gwennam, Cornwall, Aug 3l. Jenkins, Penryn, 
Cornwall 
Brunton, GeorGrt Frepericx, Wavendon, Buckingham, Gent, Aug 
15. Green, Woburn 
CuHAtuis, James, Sunning Hill, Berks, Builder, Aug 1. Crafter, 
Blackfriars rd 
Cooxt, THomas CuArvxs, Captain in the Royal Artillery. Aug 31. 
Hall and Co, Manchester 
DownELty, Parrick, Everton, Liverpool, Gent. July 31. Car- 
michael, Liverpool 
Forp, Joun Ranpie Mrinsuvtt, Pantyochin, Gresford, Denbigh, 
aoe ie Her Majesty’s 8th Regiment. Sept 10. Humfrys, 
erefor 
Gurpon, Brampton, Letton Hall, Norfolk, Esq. Sept7. Collyer- 
Bristow and Co, Bedford row 
Hare, Evizapern nyrinid Forest Gate, Essex. Aug 12, Nickinson 
and Co, Rowwwnyan? Sqr 
— en eae, Birmingham, Gent. Aug 20. Brabant, 
ray’s inn 
Harwoop, Wiii1aM Carr, Blackpool, Lancaster, Builder. Aug 13. 
Costeker, Over Darwen 
Heavey, Samvuen Ropert, West Bank, Woerkom, Lancaster, Gent, 
Sept 1. Clare and McMaster, Liverpool 
Jounson, Bensamin, Stamford st, terloo rd, Artificial Flower 
Maker. Augl. Ourtis, Old Jewry chmbrs, Old Jewr: owry 
Keregsex, Watter, Saxon rd, Bow, Pensioned Inspector of the 
Metropolitan Police. Sept 3, Keane an@ Storry, Lincoln's inn 
elds 
Luioyp, Jouw Wii11aMs, Brookhouse, nr Denbigh, Gent, Sept 7. 
Gold and Co, Denb igh 
Prone, ge pwey Oxcit, ne Sonthampton, 
Captain in Her Majesty's Army. Aug 10. Whitehouse, Charles 
Parrot, Henry, 


at, St. James’ 
st, Paddington, Chemist, Aug 7, Freer 
Austin, Coleman st 








Tnouwerny, Samug., Godley, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. Sepb 
7. Hibbert, Hyde 
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ston, JaMEs, f Retired Admiral in the 
View Navy. Teor gg Men and Moberle , Southampton 
Wannarp, Onnriseian, ‘Southport, Lancaster. Aug 31. Scott and 
Yu.t, Marrazw, Mattishall, Norfolk, Farmer. Augl0. Brock, 
Norwich d 
{Gazette, July 12.] 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
Tuesday, July 5.—Ann»al meeting.—Mr. Bartlett in the 
chair. Mr. F. Holman was elected a member. The trea- 
surer laid before the meeting his accounts for the past year, 
and the committee presented their report of the proceedings 
of the society during the past session. The election of 
officers for the ensuing session then followed ;: Mr. C. E. 
Barry was elected treasurer; Mr. T. B. Napier, secre- 
tary ; Mr. E. G. Spiers, reporter ; Messrs. G. H. Bower, 
G. Kirk, W. Bartlett, F. J. Green, and W. A. Bilney, 
ordinary members of committee, and Messrs, Lloyd-Jones, 
and E. A. Hemsley, auditors, Messrs. J. A. Neale and 
Lloyd-Jones were elected to represent the society at the 
Social Science Association. The society passed resolutions 
adopting the proposed new rules, which have during the 
¢ month been under consideration. The following particu- 
are taken from the committee's report above referred 
to. The i d on the 26th of October last, 
during which thirty-two ordinary: meetings and one special 
meeting had been held. Nine legal and thirteen general 
uestions had been discussed, and eight meetings had been 
devoted entirely to the consideration of the society’s busi- 
ness, four of which bad been occupied in considering the pro- 
posed new rules. The average length of the meetings had 
been two hours twelve-minutes, the average attendance at 
such meetings twenty-six, average number of speakers 
eight, and of voters eighteen. The greatest number of 
members attending any one meeting was thirty-six, and the 
lowest thirteen. Forty-eight new members had been elected, 
and twelve had resigned. ‘fhe number of members on the 
roll was 270. The next meeting of the society will be held 
on the 25th of October, 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The last meering of the spring session cf this society was 
holden at the Law Library, Bennett’s-hill, on Tuesday 
evening last, C. T. Saunders, Esq., in the chair. After the 
election of new members, and a discussion on the Report of 
the Sub-Committee, on a list of books proposed to be sold 
from the library, having been adjourned, a debate took place 
on the advisability of the repral of the Public Worship 
Regulation Act, 1874. The speakers on the affirmative were 
Messrs. Barrows, Huggins, Rowlands, and Steere; and on 
the negative, Messrs. Cochrane, E..C. Rogers, Sims, and 
Hooper. The point was argued on historical and practical 
rather than religious grounds, and was sustained with vigour 
on both sides. The opening speakers having replied, the 
chairman put the issue of the debate to the meeting, and the 
votes being equal, gave his casting vete in favour of the re- 
teation of the Act, 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or ReG@ISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court or 
Date. APPRAL. 


July 18Mr. Ward 





Master or tee 
Sees. Vv. C. Bacon, 
Mr, Clowes 
Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 
Mr. Justice 
Fry. 
Mr. Farrer Mr. 
Teesdale 
Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 


Teesdale 


Monday, 
‘Tuesday ., 19 Pemberton 


Mr. Merivale 
King 
Merivale 
King 
Merivale 
King 
Mr. Justice 
Kay. 
Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 


Wednesday... 

Thursday ..., 21 
Friday §....., 22 
Saturday...... 23 


Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


V. O, Hann. 


Monday, July 18Mr. Leach 
‘Tuesday ..,... 19 Latham 
Wednesday.,.. 20 Leach 
“Thursday .... 21 Latham 
Friday .,..., 22 Leach 
Saturday.,,.., 23 Latham 





On the 11th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. H. 
Fowler asked the Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
affidavits of executors disclosing the amount of the debts 
of their testators were not confidential documents for the 
exclusive use of the Revenue officials, and, if so, whether 
be would state by whose authority the contents of these 
affidavits were communicated to the public press. 
Lord F. Cavendish said that the affidavits referred to in 
the question are strictly confidential, Their communica- 
tion to the press would be wholly unauthorized, and if 
made by an official would render bim liable to dismiasal. 
The subject was under the consideration of the officials 
at the Probate Registry, with a view to insure that the 
particulars contained in the affidavits were not allowed to 
transpire. 

On the motion for the withdrawal of the Parliamentary 
Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Bill, Sir R. A. 
Cross asked the Government to pledge thems-lves to re-intro- 
duce the Bill next session. The Attorney-General said that, 
80 faras he was aware, it was the intention of the Govern- ~ 
ment to bring the Bill before the House at an early date next 
session. 

Tbe Letters of Allotment for the Seven per Cent. “A” 
or Preference Shares of the Royal Conrts of Justice Chambers 
Company, Limited, were posted on Wednesday evening. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 19.—Mesers. DesenHaM, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripce- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Est«tes, Properties, 
&c. (see advertisement, June 1!, pp. 11 and 12). 

July 19.—Messre. James Lewis & Co., at the Mart, at 1 p.m., 
Freehold Building Land and Leasehold Properties (eee ad- 
vertisement, July 2, p. 5). 

July 19.— Messrs. Pottiips, Lea, & Wutreney, at the Mart, 
at 2 pm., Freehold Grouid Rents (see advertisement, this 
week p. 4). 

July 20.—Mesers. Fan®BrotHER, Ex.is, Ciark, & Co., at 
the Mar?, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estates (see advertisement, 
June 11, pp. 16-and 17). 

July 20.—Meeesrs. Epwin Fox & Bovsrretp, st the Mart, at 
2 pm., Groand Rent (see advertisement, July 9, p. 3). 

July 20.—Mesers. StarHAM Hosson, Ricwarps, & Co., at 
the Mart, at 2 p.m., one-fifth part of certain Frechold Estates 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 5). 

July 22.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m.. Leasehold Pcoperties, Snarse, and Freehold 
Ground Rents (see advertisements, this week, p. 5). 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts. 
Frroay, July 8, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Hidden, Augustus Edward, Shenton st, Old Kent rd, Shirt Manu 

facturer. Pet July 6. Brougham. July 22 at ll 
Robinson, Joseph John, Crossley st, Pork Butcher. Pet July 1. 


Pepys. July 20 at 12 
Pet July 4, Pepys. 


Hamilton, Live l, 
Liverpool, July 20 at 12 


Smith, George Frederick, Golden sq, Solicitor. 
July 20 at 12.30 
Stephens, Josias, Lydford rd, Paddington, Builder. Mot June l4 
Pepys. July 20 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abbott, William Thomas, Torquay, Devon, Bootmaker. Pet July 6- 
Daw. Exeter, July 20 at 2.30 
Burrell, Edward, Faringdon, Berks, Bank Manager. Pet July 4. 
Townsend. Swindon, July 25 at 11 
Clarkson, George, Malton, York, Grocer. Pet July 4. Woodall. 
Scarborough, July 22 at 12 
Dixon, Thomas Gill, Newland, York, Printer. Pet July 4 Rollit. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, July 26 at 3 
Hartley. Joseph Shedure, William Henry Kaye, and Albert Holgate, 
Southowram, Stone Merchants. Pet July 6. Rankin. Halifax, 
July 23 at 11 
Isaac, Thomas, Maldon, Essex, Corn Merchant. Pet June 29. Gepp. 
Chelmsford, July 21 at 11 
Phillipps, John Dennis, and Charles A 
C:tton Brokers. Pet July 5. Cooper. 
Slater, Robert Whiteley, Morley, nr Leeds, General Outfitter. Pet 
July 4. Tennant. Dewsbury, July 20 at 12 
Tvurspay, July 12, 1881, 
Under the Kankruptey Aot, 186%. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barber, William, Willingdon, Sussex, Land Agent. Pet July 8, 


Blaker. Lewes, Aug 5 at 12 
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Buttin, George ang iP Belgrave, Leicester, Brewer’s Agent. Pet 
July 7. Ingram icester, July 28 at 12 

Edgecombe, Richard, Leigh, ‘Churchstowe, peg Farmer. Pet 
July 7. Edmonds. East Stonehouse, July 29 at 12 , 

Henser, William Henry, Leicester, Grocer. Pet July 8. Ingram. 
Leicester, July 28 at 11 

at. See Sees Richard, Worcester, Malster. Pet June 3, Beale. 


“Macvitie, William, Birmingham, Brass Founder. Pet July 8. Cole. 
ybimmingham, July 28 at 2 
n, David Parker, Aberdovey, Merioneth, soak in holy orders. 
Pet July 9. Jenkins. Aberystwith, July 25 
Price, Thomas, Crewe, Chester, Grocer. Pet J Taly 9. Broughton. 
Nantwich, July 25 at 10.30 
Pritchard, Jokn, Pantyrheol, eer 4 mene, Hotel Keeper. 
Pet July 7. Jones. Neath, July 27 at 
Stephenson, William, Darfield, nr Barnsley, York, Grocer. Pet 
July 7. Bury. Barnsle . July 28 at 11 
Wadsworth, John, Elland, Halifax, Slater. Pet July 5. Rankin. 
Halifax, July 21 at 11 
Williams, Howard, New Barnet, Herts, Clerk in pe Bank of Eng- 
land. Pet July 6, Boyes. Barnet, July 26 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES a 
Frrmay, July 8, 1881. 
Ker, Charles John Innes, Windgor, of no eccupation. June 29 
Metaxa, Richard Bethel Parkyns Warmingham, Norland sq, Notting 
hill, of no occupation. June 30 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF — 
Frrpay, July 8, 

Armes, Charles, Stratford, Essex, biter ‘aly 27 at 3 at Masons’ 
Hall Tavern, Mason’s Avenue, Basinghall st. Gregory, Cannon 
street 

Asser, Daniel Gotchel, Bush lane, Cannon st, Commission Agent. 
July 18 at 2 at offices of Hill, 105, Cheapside. Philp, Walbrook 
House 

Bacon, Henry, Daleview rd, South Tottenham, Manufacturing Up- 
holsterer. July 18 at 10.30 at offices of Shakespear, Budge row, 
Cannon st 

Bagaley, William, Knutsford, Chester, Tea Dealer. July 21 at 11 at 
offices of Green and Dixon, Castle chmbrs, Northwich 

Bagshaw, Robert, Buxton, Derby, Joiner. J uly 23 at 11 at offices of 
Brown and Ainsworth, Hardwicke Mount, Buxton 

Bakewell, George, Nottingham, Grocer. July 20 at 3 at Assembly 
rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Stevenson, Nottingham 

Baylis, Thomas, Malvern Link, Worcester, Carpenter. July 25 at 
11 at Beauchamp Arms Inn, Malvern Link. Tre> and Son, 
Worcester 

Bayliss, William, Edward Bayliss, and Thomas Allart, Small Heath, 
Birmingbam, Copper Rivet Manufacturers. July 18 at 11 at Royal 
Hotel, Temple row, Birmingham. Wilson, Birmingham 

Beake, "alfred, Canton, Cardiff, Boot and Shoe Maker. July 16 at 12 
at offices of "Munn and.Kennard, 19, Queen’s st, Crockherbtown, 
Cardiff. Price, Cardiff 

Bellhouse, Thomas Taylor, Manchester, Solicitor. July 25 at 3 at 
offices of Rowley and Co, 2, Clarence bldgs, Booth st, Manchester 

Bonwell, John Edward, Bradford, York, Commercial Traveller. 
July 25 at 11 at offices of Hutchinson and Son, Piccadilly chmbrs, 
Piccadilly, Bradford 

Briggs, Thomas, Bradford, York, Confectioner. July 21 at 11 at 
offices of Wilkinson, 15, Kirkgate, Bradford 

C >, James, Clement rd, Bermondsey, Builder. July 22 at 3 at 133, 
Holborn 

Carpenter, William Brown, Newport, Monmouth, Innkeeper. July 
20 at 11 at offices of Tomlinson, 139, Commercial st, Newport 

Cheetham, Thomas, and William Eaton Cheetham, Nottingham, 
Hosiers. July 22 at 12 at Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Not- 
tingham. Thorpe and Thorpe, Nottingham 

Clement, Joseph. and Clifford Shepherd Clement, Bath, Tailors. 
July 18 at 3 at 5, Union st, Bath. Clark 

Coe, David, Rattlesden, Suffolk, Innkeeper. July 21 at 12 at offices 
of Hayward and Sons, Stowmarket 

Cohen, Abraham Mark, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, Builder. July 
28 at 2 at 58, Finsbury pavement. Solomon 

Cole, Benjamin, Bushby st, Bethnal fy Cabinet Maker. July 18 
at 11 at Unicorn Tavern, Vivian rd, Old Ford. Hicks, Grove rd, 


Court, meget og Byron, —, Plumber. July 22 at 11 at offices of 
Atchley, 3, Clare st, i 

Crossley, Charles, Wectuaeee, Elland, Halifax, Innkeeper. July 22 
at 11 at offices of Garsed, 2, Barum Top, Halifax 

Davies, John William, Carmarthen, Rope Maker. July 25 at 10,15 
at offices of Morris, "3, Red st, Carmarthen 

Dowdeswell, Daniel, New Oscott, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Cattle 
a J uly 21 at 11 at offices of Taylor, Colmore row, Birming- 


Yor, ae Caledonian rd, Commision Agent. July 23 at 11 at 
offices of Fraser, Billiter House, Billiter st. Webb, Euston rd 

Forth, on Edwin, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hatter, July 20 at 2 at 
Rayment 8 Hotel, London wall. Jackson 

Freeman, William, Four Crosses, Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer. 
July 21 at 1 at the Albion Hotel, Chester. lis, Four Crosses 

Garside, Joshua, West Vale, nr Halifax, Shoddy Manufacturer. 
July 21 at 11 at offices of Garsed, Barum Top, Halifax 

George, William, High st, Poplar, ‘Tea and Coffee Urn Maker. July 
25 at 3 at offices of Cooper, incoln’s inn fields 

Goodison, Leeds, Brush —- July 21 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, South parade, Leed: 

Goodman, William Cassatever, Aberdeen pl, aco Hill, Cattle 
Dealer. July 18 at 3 at offices of Pain, Marylebo 

Grinberg, Morris, Brighton, Watch Manuleckurer. July 25 at 3 at 
tat Gubidhall Coffee house, Guildhall 

es of Cray, Barnsley, York, — Dealer. July 20 at 11 at 


oars wrence William, Mochichesst. nr Burnley, Lancaster, 
Cotton M. rete seni July 26 at 3 at offices of Sutton and Co, 
Fountain st, Manchester 





Hamilton, Frederick, Leadenhall st, Machinist. July 26 a 
offices of Vernon, Moorgate st 
Harding, Ida Wilhelmina Georgina. Brighton, Lodging-house - 

Keeper. July 16 at 12 at Victoria Hotel, Raa s rd, Brighton, 
Grueber and Co, Crosby sq, Bishopsgate st 
ing, Thomas William, Mayall rd, Brixton, Commercial 
pao July 15 at 4 at High Holborn. Staniland, King st, 
eapside 
Hayward, James, Hertford, Jeweller. July 20 at 12.30 at offices of 
ason, "Gresham st. Sworder and Longmore, Hertford 
Hewlett, Edward James, Clevedon, Somerset, Painter. July 21 at 
12 at Merchants’ Association, Broad st, Bristol, Woodforde, 
Clevedon 
Hickinbotham, Trussell, and Edmund Hickinbotham, Upper St. 
Martin’s lane, Auctioneers, July 25 at 2 at offices of Graham, 
Chancery lane 
Hollingsworth, James, Greetham, Lincoln, Blacksmith. July 19 at 
12 at offices of Tweed, Manor-house st, Horncastle 
Holroyd, John Jackson, Leeds, Chemist’s Assistant. J July 31 at3 at 
offices of Weston ard ’Postlethwaite, Park row, Leed 
Hooper, James, Wiveliscombe, Somersst, Grocer. Suly 18 at 11 at 
offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Hopkins, John, Bristol, Bird Dealer. July 21 at 2 at offices of 
obbs, Clare st, Bristol 
Hyde, James Henry, Leeds, Tailor. July 20 at 2.30 at offices of 
Fordand Warren, Albion st, Leeds 
Ivory, George, Hertford, Cattle Dealer, July " at 1 at White Hart 
Inn, Hertford, Croft, Union crt, Old Broad st 
Jarvis, John, Cuckney, Nottingham, Miller. July 22 at 12.30 at 
offices of Short, East parade, Sheffield, Gratton and Marsden, 
Chesterfield 
Jewell, John, Romsey Extra, Hants, Carpenter. July 19 at 1 at 
offices of Parker, Portland st, Southampton 
Jones, John Albert, West Gorton, nr Manchester, Beerhouse 
Keeper. July 20 at 2 at offices of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Man- 
chester 
Kinsman, Levi, Salisbury, Innkeeper. July 21 at 12 at offices of 
Nodder and Gater, City chmbrs, High st, eens. 
Lacy, John, Liverpool, Baker. July 22 at 3 at offices of Quinn, 
South John st, Live 
Lines, James, Oldbury, Worcester, Licensed jVictualler. July 19 at 
11.30 at offices of Wright and Co, Church st, Oldbury 
i , Charles, Bedminster, Bristol, Soap Dealer. July 18 at 2 at 
ces of Sibly, Exchange West, Bristo 
Maidwell, William, Ovington, Norfolk, Farmer. July 19 at 2.30 at 
offices of Grigson and Robinson, Waiton, Norfolk 
Mann, Alfred, Brighton, Auctioneer. July 20 at 12 at 12, Serjeants’ 
inin, Fleet st. Nye, gore 
Morgans, Thomas Rees, Rhiwbryfdir, Merioneth, Grocer. July 20 
at 2.30 at Albion Hotel, Chester, Ellis, Four Crosses, Festiniog 
Morley, James, Seecombe, Chester, Tailor. J uly 20 at 2 at offices of 
Fildes, North John st, Liverpool 
Morris, John, Coleford, ‘Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. July 21 at 
lat Offices of Goldring, Cinderford 
Morris, William James, Brant Frotdl Nes Lincoln, of no occupation. 
July 25 at 1 at Clinton Arms Hotel, Newark-upon-Trent. Bescoby, 
East Retford 
Nash, Charles Samuel, Great MHallingbury, Essex, Farmer. 
July 22 at 11 at offices of Gee, Water lane, Bishop’s Stortford 
Nash, Edward Barrington, Old Bond st, Fan Maker. July 25 at3 at 
offices of Cooper and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Oddie, Arthur, Bolton, Lancaster, Outfitter. July 20 at 11 at offices 
of Grundy and Whowell, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
O'Neill, John, Southerndown, near Bridgend, Glamorgan, Far- 
mer. July 25 at3 at offices of Tribe and Co, Cardiff. Ingledew 
and Co, Cardiff 
Parker, "John, Burton-on-Trent, Builder. July 18 at 11,30 
at the Midland Hotel, Burton-on-Trent. Mears, Burton-on- 
Trent 
Parkinson, Benjamin. Dewsbury, York, Fish Dealer. July 22 at 11 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 
Pilling, John, Millwood, near Todmorden, York, Plasterer. 
July 11 at 3 at offices of Stansfield and Luger, ‘Todmorden. Sager, 
Todmorden 
Price, Joshua Charles, Caerleon, Monmouth, Grocer. July 21 at 11 at 
offices of Dauncey, Albion chbrs, New rt 


WO! 
Pritchard, Owen, Penhyndeudraeth, Merioneth, Grocer. July 29 at 2° 


at offices of Jones, High st, Portmadoc 
Proctor, Robert, Gateshead, Durham. Grocer. July 22 at 11 at offices 
of Keenlyside and Co, Grainger street West, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne 

Richards, Joseph Gordon, Warrington, Clerk in Holy Orders. July 
26 at 11 at offices of Ashton and Woods, Horsemarket st, War- 
rington 

Rickerby, George, Caledonian rd, Islington, Ironmonger. July 25 
at 2 at 175, Fleet st, Bassett 

Seddon, Emma Eliza, Flint, Licensed Victualler. July 18 at 3 at 
Albion Hotel, Chester. Evans, Holywell 

Sheridan, Jobn, Metropolitan chambers, New Broad st, Actuary. 
July 25 at 2 at Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Sweetland, Union 
ct, Old Broad st 

Smith, John Henry, Kyrwick’s lane, Highgate, Birmingham, Pub- 
lican. J uly 19 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingnam 

Smithurst, Henry, Hucknall Torkard, Nottinghamshire, Provision 
rw July 22 at 3 at offices of Stevenson, Weekday ross, Not- 
tingham 

Spencer, Abel, Bridlington, » Seek, Tipeneet Ts Victualler. July 20 at 3 


at offices of W by » Queen st, uay 
Stevens, John, B: H July 26 at 12 at offices of 

Benson and © ter, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
— Harry Harper, Ashford, Kent, Auctioneer, July 22 at & 
Fab ace if te Bae and Co, Bloomsbury sq.. Hallett and Co, 


~ "Hicherd, Shaftesbury, Dorset, ienheapet: July 23 at 11 
rown Hotel Shaftesbury. Davies, 8 
PR Alfred, Hilderthorpe, York, hetien Saly 20 at 12 at offices: 
of Wray. Queen st, Bridlington Quay 
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Taylor, Béward, Rottinghem, Painter. July 27 at 12 at offices of 
Piack Low pavement, Ni 
Teece, - ames, Wolverhampton, Tailor. July 27 at 11 at offices of 
une, ae 


Wi — 
Timson, Joseph, Leicester, Confectioner. July 21 at 12 at offices of 
Burgess ‘and W Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 
wee, — Vande, Church st, Edgware rd, Horse Dealer. July 
20 at 2 at offices of Arnold, Borou, Pe igh st, Southwark 
Waterman, Thomas Lambert, Anti awe Builder, July 20 at 2 
at offices of Curtis, the Grove, Strat ord 
Watts, vy ae, Bootmaker. July 22 at 11 at offices of Parsons, 
High st, Bristo Bartrum and Bartlett, Bath 
Webb, Julia, pol Wilts, Grocer. July 19 at 11 at offices of Henley, 


Calne 

Whatley, Robert, Sutton Ven: Pade Market Gardener. July 20 
at 3 at offices of Dunn and Pa; e, King st, Frome 

Whittaker, Lewis, Norland, H: ifax, Joiner. July 22 at 3 at effices 
of Clayand Son, Union st, Halifax. Crossley 

Wicks, y, Algernon rd, Kilburn. July 22 at 2 at .offices of 
Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. Clutton and 
Haines, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 


wo George we gre Old Kent rd, Provision Merchant. July 26 
at 3 at Credit rs’ Association, Arthur st East. Piesse and Son, 
Old Jewry oka 


Wood, William, Epperstone, Nottingham, Paper Manufacturer. 
July 19 at 12 at offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Not- 
tingham 

Tuxspay, July 12, 1881. 

Armstrong, George, Susworth, Scotter, Lincoln, Miller. 
at 3 at the White Hart Hotel, Gainsborough. Newborn 

Asquith, James, and James Hemmingway, Carrgate, nr Wakefield, 
York, Fruit Dealers. July 25 at 3 at offices o: Lodge, Townhall 
chmbrs, King st, Wakefield 

Attffield, Henry, High st, Camden Town, General House Furnisher. 
July 29 at 3 at offices of Taylor and Co, South st, Finsbury sq 

Austin, John, and Peter Austin, Beeston Hill, Leeds, Millwrights. 
July 25 at 1 at Wharton’s Hotel, Park lane, "Leeds 

Berry, Frederick, U: Webb, st, a. Tool Manufacturer. July 28 
at 3 at offices of Webb, Austin Friars 

Beswick, George, Patricroft, nr Manchester, Blacksmith. July 28 at 
3 at offices of Phil ts, King st, Manchester 

Bishop, Frederick rge Shenstone, Birmingham, Engraver. 
26 at 11 at offices of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Blackburn, Thomas, Over, Chester, Innkeeper. July 28 at 10,30 at 
offices of Cooke, Church st, Winsford 

Blaikie, Robert, South Shields, Haberdasher. July 27 at 3 at offices 
of Mabane and Co, Barrington st, South Shields 

Blomerley, Joseph, Salford, Manchester, Builder. August 3 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Bond, Joseph, Evering rd, Stoke Newington, no occupation. 
25 at 2 at offices of Ellen, Chancery lane 

Calverley, James, Huddersfield, J oiner. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Booth, Holmfirth 

Coggins, James, Birmingham, Baker. . July 28 at 3 at office of Cam, 
Broad st Corner, Birmingham 

Cookson, Joseph, Mapperley, Nottingham, Nurseryman. July 26 at 3 

- offices of Neville, Brougham ‘chambers, Wheeler gate, Notting- 
am 


August 2 


July 


July 


Cosadinos, George Demetrius, Harrogate, Fine Art Dealer. July 22 
at 11 at offices of Porrett, Bank st, Sheffield 
Cullimore, Thomas, West Dean, Gloucester, Boot Maker. July 23 at 


2 at offices of Williams, Monmouth 

Daniels, George, and Charles Daniel, Norwich, Seedsmen, July 25 
at 2 at offices of Hardy, Castle chbrs, Opie st, Norwich 

Davis, Owen, and Robert White, Wood st, Cheapside. July 26 at 2 
at Guildhall Tavern, Guildhall yd. Baylis and Pearce, Chuych ct 
chmbrs, Old ban 

Dickinson, Christopher, Stoke-upon-Trent, Corn Miller, July 25 at 
12 = North Stafford Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Bishop and Topham 
Hanley 

Dixon, Alfred, Newton Heath, Lancaster, Tobacconist. July 25 at 3 
at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Dixon, John Thomas, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Malister. July 29 at 
11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Olab bury 

Elston, Ralph, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Butcher, 
Heh ot Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
ligh st 

Ratabrocke, Richard Parker, Fleet st, Photographic Artist. July 25 
at 3 at 33, Chancery lane. Abbot 

Farrar, John, Halifax, Contractor. 
Rhodes, 13, Horton st, Halifax 

Fieldhouse, John, Yeadon, York, Joiner. 
Tempest and er Albion st, Leeds. Child, Leeds 

Gould, John, Sheffield, Tanner. July 20 at 3 at Law Society’s 
Rooins, Aldine ¢t, High st, Sheffield. Broomhead and Co, Shef- 


Handley, Keg arg Longport, near Burslem, Stafford, out of busi- 
ness. July 20 at 11 at Piccadilly bldgs, Hanley. Bennett 

Handley, Henry, Goole, York, Cordwainer, July 26 at 3 at offices of 
Hind and Everatt, Goole 

Hawkridge, Edward, Halifax, Grocer. July 25 at 4 at offices of 
Rhodes, 13, Horton st, Halifax 

Hewlett, William, jun, High rd, Lower Tottenham, Carman, July 
26 at 4 at Park Hotel, Northumberland park, Tottenham, Wo 


ferstan, Totte: 
He wood, Tom, Hollinw in Chadderton, Lancaster, Builder. 
uly 25 at 3 at offices of atson, 11, Church lane, Oldham 
a ley, Nicholas, St James’s rd, Old Ford, Boot Sole Sewer. July 
at 11 Coleman st. 8 ydney 

Pi hah Henry, Derby, out ot business. July 28 at 2 at offices of 
Briggs, 2, Amen alley, Derb: 

Holmes, Joseph i Henry, Bred ‘ord, York, Joiner. July 23 at 10 at 
offices of binson, 6, Charles st, Bradford 

Howes, Waweard Birkenhead, Butcher. July 22 at 3 at offices of 
Francis, Hamilton sq, Dandi ead 

Jones, Thomas, Lam Bn one eS: July 23 at 2 at 
Black Lion Hotel, 


July 21 at 3 at 
Fowler and ©», Borough 


July 25 at 11 at offices of 
July 25 at 11 at offices of 





Kilburn, Abraham Lee, Kingston-w meng Carrier. July 25 -at 
4 ~ offices of Laverack, Land-of-Green-Ginger, -upon- 


Lawrence, Edward Henry, Bedford, Grocer. ~ haan 25 at 12 at George - 
Hotel, Bedford. Conquest and Ct 

Lawton, John James, Macclesfield, Cae 3 Jo il July 29 at 2 at 
offices of May, Church Side, Macclesfield 

Lomax, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Blacksmith. July 25 at 11 at offices - 
of Dowling and oa Silverwell st, Bolton 

Lovegrove, John, Malvern Link, Worcester, House Decorator. 
July 25 at 3 at offices of Tarleton, Beauchamp ter, Great Mal- 
vern 

Manning, Joseph, Galley Wall rd, Rotherhithe. en 23 at 11 at 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Chappell Gibbons, Lin- 


coln’s inn fields 

Martin, George John, Flask Walk, Ly rege. Pork Butcher. 
July 19 at it at offices of Blunt and by, Vicroria st. 
Wolferstan and Co, Ironmonger lane 

Matts, Joseph, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. 
July 20 at 3 at offices of Bodman and Co, Victoria House, Trinity 
st, Southwark 

Mead, George, Curry Mallett, Somerset, Innkeeper. July 26 at 11 
at offices of Paull, Court Barton, Ilminster 

Moore, Joseph, Manchester, Silk Mannfacturer. July 27 at 3 at 
offices of Mann, Cooper st, Manchester 

Moore, Thomas. Birmingham, Cabinet Maker. July 20 at 11 
at offices of Huggins and Mallard, Newhall chbrs, Newhall st, Bir- 
mingham 

Nichols, Henry William, Birkenhead, Chester, Joiner. July 23 at 11 
at offices of Leeming, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Thompson, Birken- 


head 
O’Malley, William, Hanley, Stafford, out of business. July 27 at 12 
at offices of Sword, Cheapside, Hanley 
Pear, Thomas William, Weiland, Worcester, Baker. July 26 at 11 at 
offices of Powell, Upton-upon-Severn 
Pontefract, Norman, Bank Bottom, Elland, nr Halifax, Manu- 
facturing Chemist. July 28 at3 at offices of Ramsden and Co, . 
John William st, Huddersfield 
Powell, Enoch, West Smethwick, Stafford, General Dealer. July 23 
at 11 at offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
Racket, Joseph Ernest Algernon, Nunhead, Surrey, Plumber. 
July 19 at 3 at offices of Terry, King st, Cheapside 
Ramsey, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. July 20 at 2 
at offices of Taylor, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Rees, Joseph Cook, Neath, Glamorgan, Builder, July 26 at 3 at” 
offices of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 
Riddell, John, Appleton, nr Widnes, Lancaster, Quarry Mana ger. 
July 25 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, 
Liverpool. Lowe, Liverpool 
Roberts, Robert Price, Newent, Gloucester, Grocer. July 22 at2 at 
offices of Cooke, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Roberts, Thomas Hugh, Conway, Carnarvon, Saddler. Aug 6 at 12 
at Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Jones, Conway 
Roberts, William, Finsbury rd, Wood Green, Bootmaker. July 23 
at 10 at offices of Webb, Euston rd 
Robinson, Richard, Ince-in-Mackerfield, Lancaster, out of business. 
July 23 at 11 at offices of Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Row, Robert Carley, Water lane, Brixton, Dealer in Tobacco. 
Jul .29 at 3 at offices of Sadlerfand Co, Three Crown sq, =——_ 
Rumball, Edwin James, Castle st, Oxford st, Hairdresser. July 22 
at 3 at offices of Durant, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 
Sarah, Timothy Thomas, Falmouth, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Ju,y 22 
at 13 at offices of Lane, Grove pl, Falmouth 
Schmolze, Edward Henry George, Winston rd, Stoke Newington, 
out of business. J uly 25 at3 at offices of Neave, Cheapside 
Schafer, John Jacob, Coningham terrace, Shepherd's Bush, 
Tailor. July 25 at3 at offices of Stallard and itting, South 
Molton st 
Schofield, John, and Sidney Smith, Alverthorpe, nr Wakefield, 
York, Wool and Cloth Dyers. July 25 at 2 at Queen Hotel, Hud- 
dersfield. Sykes and Son, Huddersfield 
Sellens, Laura, Tonbridge, Kent, Confectioner. 
Guildhall terrace, King st. Gorham 
Skellern, George, Stafford, Grocer. 
Cooper, John st, Tunstall 
Smith, William, Ashbourne, Derby, Farmer. July 25at 2 at Green 
Man Hotel, Ashbourne. Hextall, Derby 
Stephenson, Charles, Liverpool, Tailor. July 26 at 2 at ¢ffices of 
» Burton and Coleman, Lord st, Liverpool 
Stoddart, William, Harrington, Cumberland, Draper. July 27 at 
8 3 at “ee of — Bg 4 st, Whitehaven * 
tone, rthur, Charlton-by-Newbattle, orthampton, Baker. 
July 26 at 12 at offices of Pellatt, High st, Banbury = 
Strawson, Henry, Exeter, Insurance Agent. J uly 3 25 at 11 at offices 
of Hirtzel, Bedford-cireus, Exeter 
Tandy, Edward, Bradmore, ni VWelvechonsstam, Horse Dealer. 
July 22 at 3 at offices of Dallow, Queen st, Wolverbampton 
* lor Joseph, Bury, Lancaster, Baker. July 26 at 3 at Wheat- 
eaf Hotel, Fennell st. Standring and Taylor, Rochdale 
Taylor, William Charles, Caledonian rd, Islington, Draper. July 21 
at 4 at offices of Marshall, Cc haneery-lane 
Tundley, John Peake. Haniey, Stafford, Provision Dealer. July 25 
at 10 at offices of Ashmall, Albion st, ‘Hanley 
Waller, William Henry, Halifax, York, Tailor July 25 at2 at offices 
of R Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 
, John, Chorley, Lancaster, Grocer. July 22 at 3 at offices 
"and Dicksons, Winckley st, Preston 
Ward, James, Oxford, Builder. July 25 at 11 at offices of Druce, 
High st, Oxford 
Waterhouse, William, Nottingham, Indiarubber Merchant. July 29 
a offices of Dowson and Wright, Weekday-cross, Notting- 


July 27 at 12 at 
and Warner, Tonbridge 
July 26 at fi at offices of 


ham 
White, John Watts, Blakeney, Gloucester, Grocer. July 25 at 12 at 
offices of Parker, Newham 


Whitehead, Julius, Halifax, Sanitary Pipe Maker. July 27 at 11 at 
offices of Holroyde and Co, Ward’s End, Halifax 
Wickens, Michael, Hastings, Sussex, Builder, July 25 at 12 at S77 


Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane, Meadows and Co, Has t ing: 
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“Wilkes, George, Shelton, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. July26a at 
Wiles ‘" Ih , Cnespetde, Bante Glam: En, 

iams, John, rky, 8 a or; 4 

27 at 3 at’ the Griffin rye st, Cardiff.” Willinews, 

Parkinson, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, 


Jaly Griffin Inn, St. Mary’s st, Cardiff. 
Inly 26 at 11 at offices of Brown and Co, St 


weean 
bod. Charles, and Alfred 
go Enginners.. 
Petersgate, oe 
Wright, Thomas Hollis. Gauden rd, Clapham, Gentleman, July 29 
one 2 at offices of Pollard, Coleman st 
att, Alfred William, Totteridge rd, Battersea, Wheelwright. 
oF ® Tonten wall 
‘0 


ay 20 at 3 at offices of Lo: 
nea Birmingham, Tobacconist. July 22 at 11 at offices 


Coleman and Co, Colemore row, Birmingham 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Irvalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica 1Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
-&eeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Cocoatina A LA VaNntLLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— = Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
*hibi 


In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
KH. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


THE ORIGINAL NON-ALCONOIIC 
H EDOZON | BEVERAGE, PURE AND SPARKLING. 
REFRESHING AND INVIGORATING. 
NEARLY EVERY SCHOOLBOY KNOWS THAT THERE 
ARE DIVISIONS OF THE EARTH THAT RELATE TO 
THE TEMPERATURE OF THE LATITUDES, CALLED 
ZONES ; AND THAT THESE HAVE BEEN ESTIMATED 
AS FIVE IN NUMBER—VIZ., ONE TORRID, TWO 
FRIGID, AND TWO TEMPERATE. IN THE YEAR 
1876 ANOTHER TEMPERATE ZONE WAS DIS- 
COVERED, WAS BROUGHT TO THE RECOGNITION 
OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL WORLD, AND NAMED 
HEDOZONE. WHAT HEDOZONE HAS TO DO WITH 
THE DIVISIONAL PORTIONS OF THE SURFACE OF 
THE GLOBE IS SO FAR THAT IT FORTIFIES MAN. 
KIND IN RESISTING THE EXTREMES OF TEMPERA. 
TURE IN ALL ZONES, AND DATING FROM 1876 
PROVES IT TO BE THE ORIGINAL SPARKLING 
TONIC BEVERAGE AND DIET DRINK. — OF 
CHEMISTS, WINE MERCHANTS, AND GROCERS. 
’ MANUFACTURERS, PACKHAM AND CO., LIMITED, 
CROYDON. 


¥ouel 











THE NEW 


TEMPERATE 


ZONE, 





EDE AND 50N 


ROBE a 4 MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 
“fo Her Majesty, the Lord Chanceltor, the Whole of ths Judicial Beneb 
Corporation of London, &e. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 
ins ares TOWN and in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 
of ESTATE and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be hed GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for ‘two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 
particulars for insertion einen " sent not later than five ‘days 
previous to end of preceding mi 
Valuations for Probate and ‘Tranter. Surveys. 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 


22,600 and £80,000 to be Lent on First-class Free- 
hold Estate of ample value at 3} per cent., also £180,000 to 

lend on Mortgage of Borough, Poor, or County Rates at 4 per cent. 
wee y to. A. Woonuurr & Rayner, 7, Red Lion- -square, London, 











GIx THOUSAND POUNDS further Required on 

Mortgage for completing the development of one of the finest 
Gold Mining Properties in the world, sufficiently to secure large 
returns and insure the successful formation of a large company 


O SOLICITORS, AROHITECTS, and others 


(town or country).—Wanted, by an roed Writer, Legal 
or other Documents to Copy. Reférences and specimens if required. 
y letter to N., care of Geo. Jackson & Oo., Advertising 


Agents, 4, pF ee Brie Ravens Within, E.C. 


AW.—Wanted, by a Gentleman, aged 26 (passed), 

4 a Conveyancing "and General Olerkship in a country office, 

= a Bg Partnership; unexceptionable references; salary 

£150.—Address, Lionzst H. Morrtmer, Brookfield, Colyton, Ax- 
minster, 


AW PRACTICE.—To be SOLD, the Practice of 

the late George Belk, Esq., Solicitor, Nottingham, The above 
presents a good opportunity for a good advocate.—For particulars 
apply to Mr. Grorex T. Travent, Solicitor, Nottingham. 


ANADA.—To SOLICITORS, MERCHANTS; 

and Others.—A London Solicitor, about — to Canada 

on business, is prepared to undertake any Legal or Business 

Matters requiring prosecution or arrangement in Cfnnae —Apply to 
Cares J. MacCotta, Solicitor, 109, Cheapside. 














THE NOVEMBER writ ve ae FINAL EXAMINA- 
R. ALBERT GIBSON’S Classes for these 


I Examinations commence on Monday, August 15. Fee 12 
a. Postal preparation from same date; fee 6 guineas. 
tudents desirous of joining should write at once, and they will be 
ys see as to the reading to be — ~ the meantime.—Address, 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery 
oy B.—Atthe June Final, out of en 24 pes this making 
62 successful out of 67 pupils sent wp for the Final this year. 
The result in Honours at the June Examination is not yet known, 
but at Easter, out of 10 pupils sent up for HX 89 dj 
U N FIRE OFFI CE 


THREADNEEDLE Street, E.C. Crartne Cross, 8.W. 
Oxrorp Srreet (Corner of Vere-street), W. 
EstaBtisHeD 1710. 

—— hee Foreign Insurances Effected. 

nsured in 1880, £262,745,653. 
LIGHTNING LOSSES. whether by Fire or Goneussion, admitted. 
FRANCOIS B. RELTON, Secretary. 


' Otememmenaeal bia ASSURANCE COM. 


FIRE—LIFE—MARINE. 
Curmr Orrices: 19 anp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, EC. 
West Enp Orrices: 49 PALL MALL, LONDON, 58.W. 




















YHE CITY OF LONDON FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Heap Orrice: 101, CHEAPSIDE, E.C. 
Capital, £1,000,000. Paid up, £100,000, 
Claims promptly settled. 
o_o ATENR E. KNIGHT, Chairman. 
. C. PHILLIPS, General Manager. 


ROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE 
Founpep 1806. 
60, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 








Existing Assurances exceed .. oe ee «+ £6,500, 

Invested Funds .. ee ee ee oe 2,124, ett 
Annual Income .. oo ee ar ee ee "979,852 
Claims Paid exceed oe oo oe oe e» 6,500,000 
Bonuses Declared.. ee oe ee eo e+ 2,342,000 


During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improv 
men upon the preceding year. 


1879. 1880. 
New Premiums or eo ee a 172 £18, 4 
Income .. oe oo oe 3,684 279/35: 
Invested Funds.. ci oe oe 2, own 215 2,124, mL 


CHARLES STEVENS Secretary. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W. = 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,600,000 sterling. 
Chairman—JamzEs Cuppor, Esq., Barrister at-Law, Goldsmith- 
building, Templ 
Deputy-Chairman—C, bj gree Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solici- 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of "pire and Life Insurance lnsiness transacted. 
Whole World and Unconditional Life Policies granted at a slightly 
increased rate of Premium. 
Policies of Insurance granted against the contingency of Issue 
at moderate rates of Premium. 
Advances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reversions, 
—— absolute or contingent. 
, Copies of the Accounts as be sree with the Board 
of Tr Tra le, ani 








afterwards if desired.—Apply to J. W. Hicxty, Esq., Svlicitor, 11, 
Se rjeant’s-inn, Floet-street,  Lsnton, C. 


and every information sent on cation to 
FRANK 


ak 
McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
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